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TO FHE 


READE R. 


E E Letter was 


b ſiniſbed according tothe Date; 
GT but be fore t could be tran 
178 A ſcrib'd, and ſent to the Preſs, 

: doe were told, that the Re- 


— xd Me. Stur ges, of All Saints in Der- 


by, was er. ſome Sermons in anſwer 
to the Vindication ; and ſoon after, we heard 
they were ſent to the Pheſs. 

Aſter I had read em, which 'was about 


5 Lady-day, I thought it might be expected 


1 ſhould ſay. ſomething to em; that if I did 
not, my Silence uu be interpreted a Gi- 
ving up the: indication, and that Mr. 
Sturges's Arguments and Anſwers were 
look'd upon as ſc atisfadory „ Or that I was 
not able to anſwer ein. 


Nut 


* 8 n r 3E A SP Dh CEO. * * 
* * 9 l o 5 1 
1 2 y 
N. 5 


— | p a Oy” + tA 9 
; 1 * COPE mY edt” WT” 
* R 9 W n N 
* = 4 N W , 
* — 


0ùỹ)Z˖ . 
1 _ Nt willing that ſuch a Miſtake fhowd 
Y become a current Opinion, I determined to 
publiſh a Reply. But 1 had at that Time 
a Buſmeſs upon my Hands that I could not, 
without Damage, put by, which kept me 
ſeveral Moths {rote going about it. 
Ibis, as the Reaſon aby it bas appear d 
no ſooner, I thought my ſelf obliged to give 
the Reader an - Account of. I beſeech God, 
the Pather of Light, to guide all upright | 
u. ans in the Way of Irith, and Peace, 
and Love. 


Anuguſt 37, 
1715. 
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REPLY, &c. 


Reverend STIR, 


. —— HAVE look'd over the : Lay- 


man's Reflections you gave me 
Notice of, relating ro the Vindi- 
cation of Presbyterian Ordination, 
and ſee nothing in em worth a 
Reply : But ſeeing the, Gentle- 
man talks with ſo much Aſſu- 
rance, and ſeems to fancy he has fully enervated 
what was offer d from Antiquity, I have ſent you 
what: follows; which, I hope, (if made publick) 


may ſatisfy the impartial Reader, that this invalid 


Officer has done no Execution upon the Vindica- 
tion; for he ſhoots nothing but Powder. 
To publiſh or ſuppreſs what I have writ on 


this Occaſion, is left to your Choice; for my 


own Part, I am perfectly indifferent whether it be. 
Every Reader will obſerve, that the Arguments 
which we profeſs to lay the greateſt Streſs upon 
in this Diſpute, viz. thoſe drawn from Scripture, 
this Gentleman (but he is not ſingular in that, 
for it is common to the Party) has no Mind to 
1 meddle 
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6 AReply to a Lay-man's Refleions. 
meddle with. And becauſe we prefer Scripture- 
Authority here before any other, he infers, that 
we ſeem to give up Antiquity to them, pag. 19, 


That the Church of Rome might corrupt the 
© ancient Writers, a Deiſt will tell him the ſame 
© of the Neu- Teſtament. Obſerve how he talks, 
as if the Papiſts corrupting the ancient Writers, 
were only a Pretence of mine ; whereas Biſhop 
Uſher, and ſeveral other Learned Men, have proved 
the Truth of this, beyond Contradiction, in a 
great many Inſtances. _— 

Pag. 1 2. he ſuggeſts to his Reader, from Biſhop 
Beveridge and ſome others, as if a Pariſh with the 
Ancients were the ſame thing with a modern 
Dioceſe. Now, I defire him (but what do I talk 
of him) or any of his Learned Friends, to anſwer 
Mr. Boyſe's anonymous Book, printed at London, 
call'd, A clear Account of the Ancient Epiſcopacy, pro- 
ving it to have been Parochial, and therefore not 
| Diocefan. EO | 
Again, pag. 12, 12. that he may inform us 
What the Third Century thought of Epiſcopacy, 

he produces a long Quotation out of the Vindica- 
tion of the Principles of the Cyprianick Age. Now, 
before I go any further, I muſt take Notice to 
this Gentleman, that this Book, which they make 
a great deal of Splutter with, has had no leſs 
than two large Anſwers ; the firſt by Mr. Jame- 
ſon, that has been extant theſe 8 or 9 Years, entitled, 
Cypryanus Iſotimus, or, A Confutation of the Vindication of 
the Principles of the Cyprianick Age; the other wrote 
by Mr. Alexander Lauder, entitled, The Aucient 
Epiſcopacy conſider d, &c. Now, how juſtly may 
one inſult him, as he does Mr. Shaw in his 4th 


Page, with his great Ignorance, if he knew nothing 


of cheſe Anſwers ; or his greater Diſingenuity in 
1 | | | | con- 


adding theſe Words, For as for his Pretence, 


GT 


A Reply to a Lay-man's Reflections. 9 
concealing his Khowledge of them, if he did? 
I ſuppoſe the Reader will think this to the Pur- 
poſe ; tho' I ſhou'd not have thought it worth 
the mentioning, if he had not given Occaſion for 
it; nor the Quotation it ſelf worth taking Notice 
of. For who, that knows any thing in this Con- 
troverſy, would regard the bouncing of that au- 
dacious Writer, who here tells us, That no Ar- 
ticle of the Chriſtian Faith was more unanimouſly, | 
more unconteſtedly, and more univerſally receiv'd, _—_ 

than the Divine Right of Prelatical, Dioceſan Epiſ- = 
copacy ? for that he pleads for. 405 "4000. | 

The Lay-man further tells us, pag. 13. That he 1 
is not much ſurprized to find Mr. Shaw and his = 
Learned Friend ſo ſhamefully ignorant (in Com- . 
pariſon of him, who, has read the Principles of 1 
the Cypranick Age, and the Vindication of it) of the {8 
Church-Government in the Third Century, ſince 
they neither of them know the Opinions of the 1 
moſt eminent Defenders of their own Cauſe. And q 
pray obſerve how this is made out upon me: 
Why, firſt, becauſe I did not allow Calvin (who, | 
he ſaith, was for a moderate Epiſcopacy ; and ſo =_ 
be it) to have been for the Divine Right of Dio- 

ceſans. And to this End he quotes a Paſſage our # 
of Calvin, pag. 14. If they do bring unte us 18 
ſuch a Hierarchy, or Prieltly Government, where- |'Y 
in the Biſhops ſhall ſo rule, as that they refuſe | 
not to ſubmit themſelves to Chriſt ; that they 
alſo depend upon him as their only Head, and 
can be content to refer themſelves to him : In 
which Prieſtly Government they do ſo keep Bro- 
therly Society among themſelyes, that they knit 
together by no other Knot than by the Truth : = 
Then ſurely, if there be any that ſhall not ſub- 
mit themſelves to their Hierarchy, or Prieſtly Go- 
vernment, reverently, and with the greateſt Obe- 
| © dience 
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8 A Rh to a Lay-man's Refledions. 
1 dience that may be, I confeſs there is no kind 
_ © of Anathema whereof they are not worthy.” 
Now, ſuppoſing theſe to be Calvins Words, for 
I know nothing of the Author he has them from, 
without making any Gloſs upon em, I ſhall leave 
the Reader to ſee with his own Eyes, and try if 
he can find any thing in em that makes for our 
Gentleman's Divine Right. If any of Calvin's Ex- 
preſſions be ſcrewed to ſuch a Senſe, it is certainly 
made to contradict the whole Scope of that great 
Mao's Writings and Practices. But becauſe the 
Author of the Vindication of the Principles of the 
Cyprianick Age ſays it, he will have it, that Cal- 
vin and Beza, and many other of the moſt emi- 
nent Presbyterians, did ſome plead for, and all 
allow, our Epiſcopal Government to be lawful, 
pag. 15. Now, if he can bring no better Proofs 
of this from their Writings than he has done from 
Calvin s, the Reader may conclude they are very 
lame ones. But ſuppoling what he ſays were 
true, will he infer from thence, that Calvin, Beza, 
&c. were againſt Presbyterian Government and 
Ordination, as unlawful and invalid ? which is 
the ning that Mr. Cantrel undertook to prove, 
who thereby caus d the writing of the Vindication. 
And then Mr. Baxter is brought in, as owning 
himſelf free to admit of fixed Biſhops of particu- 
lar Churches as ſuperior in Degree to Presbyters, 
tho' there is nothing favouring them in Scripture. 
Well, they that are acquainted with Mr. Baxters 
Writings, know very well that he was no Friend 
to Dioceſan Churches. But to what End he brings 
in this Confeèſſion of Mr. Baxter's, I am not able 
to underſtand. Is that Party, he writes for, wil- 
ling to al cw us ſuch an Epiſcopacy as Biſhop Uſer 
was for, and Mr. Baxter would have been content 
with, free from the heavy Clog of Oaths and Sub- 
| {criptions, 
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4 Reply ton Lay-man's Reflects 


ſeriptions, and the Impoſition of different Rites | 


and Ceremonies ? If they be, let us know it, and, 
believe, the moderate Non-Conformiſts won'd 


be willing to come to an amicable Conſultation 


with them: Bat if they will {till be purſuing the 
Laudian Schemes, and making nearer Advances to 
the Church of Rome, and draw off more and more 
from the reſt of the Reformed Churches, we de- 
{pair of being ever nearer a-kin to m. 

The old Puritans, that deſired a further Nefor- 
mation of Religion, thro' the Reigns of Queen 
Elizabeth, and James the Firſt, and their Fol- 
lowers, the moderate Non-Conformiſts, of the 
laſt and the preſent Age, have ſtood their Ground, 
and continued the ſame fort of Chriſtians, with 
very little Variation all along : But how much the 
Church of England is chang'd ſince Laud's Time, 
and how miich for the worſe, from what it was 
from the Reformation under Edward the Sixth 
till then, is notorious to all that have look'd back 
into former Times. Till Laud's Time, the Bi- 
ſhops and Paſtors (for ſo the Pariſh-Miniſters 
were Called in the old Common-Prayer-Book) of 
the Church of England, liv'd in Charity and Com- 
munion with the Reform'd Churches Abroad, 
own d them for true Churches, and their Paſtors 
to have valid Ordination: But that haughty, 
ſuperſtitious Patriarch turn'd them into no 
Churches, as wanting lawful Prieſts and valid Sa- 
craments. And this Leaven has work'd ſo ſtrong- 
ly ever ſince, that it has almoſt leaven'd the 
whole Lump of the Clerical Order, ſave that the 
Fathers of the Church are (bleſſed be God) ge- 
nerally free from it. And never was this Schiſma- 


tical Principle more loudly and generally ad- 


vancd, ſince Land broach'd it, than for five Years 
laſt paſt. From which, for one thing, all Men of 
B Senfe, 
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10 A Reply to a Lay-man's Reflections. 
Senſe, both in the Church that do not run with 
This Herd, and out of it, have underſtood the 
Meaning and Deſigns of the Party. Rather than 
not eſtabliſh and advance thoſe Sacerdotal Powers, 
that Chriſt never bequeath'd to his Church, and 
vet without which, theſe Men ſeem to fancy, 
Chriſtianity can't be preſerv'd in the World, they 
are ready to run, I need not ſay whither, to do 
it. I hope this ſhort Digreſſion will not be un- 
acceptable nor unprofitable to the Reader. 
And this is all that he has offer d to make out 
his Charge, That we neither of us know the Opi- 
nions of the moſt eminent Defenders of our own 
_ Cauſe : Which proves the Charge juſt as much as 
it proves the Author to be a ſtrong and cloſe Diſ- 
Putant ; or, as it proves All- Hallous Steeple to 
be higher than Pendle Hill. And yet, in the 
Cloſe of his Harangue (for there is not one Dram 
of Argument in it) he muſt bring my Learning to 
the Stake again, and my Honeſty too. And, tho' 
I defy any Body to ſee which way he has, made 
any thing out againſt the one or the other, yet I 
can tell the Reader for what Reaſon I am thus 
charg d. I happen'd ſomewhat ſmartly to blame 
Mr. Cantrell for bringing in Calvin and Beza, as pa- 
tronizing what he was pleading for, viz. The Di- 
vine Right of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, and the Nullity of 
Presbyterian Ordinations : And becauſe of this, I 
muſt be held ignorant of the Opinions of the 
moſt eminent Defenders of our own Cauſe, be 
allow'd to have neither Learning nor Honeſty ; 
nay, muſt have the Rebuke, I was ſo bold to offer 
Mr. Cantrell upon that Occaſion, turnid back 
upon my ſelf ; but how jultly, I leave the Reader 

to judge. 

Pag. 19. I am charg'd with an Inconſiſtency 
about Ignatius, in making him both ſpurious and 
genuine ; 
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1 Reply to a Lay-man's Reflections. + 


genuine; and that, becauſe in one Place I ſay» 


That Uſher, Rivet, Cook, and other Learned Men- 


have prov'd ſome of the Epiſtles, that go for gur 


tius's, to be ſpurious, and others of them baſely 
corrupted. And elſewhere I ſay, That the reſt 
of em, that is, the leſſer Epiſtles, that paſs with 
moſt Proteſtants for his, (Six of em however) are 
by ſome Learned Men ſuſpected not to be entire- 
ly genuine, or fairly and faithful y handed down 
to us: And yet elſewhere, I argue from Paſſages 
out of Ignatius. Now, it cannot be fairly infer'd, 
from what I had ſaid, that I take none of Ana- 
tius s Epiſtles to be genuine; yet ſuppoſing, tho 
not granting that, why may not I argue from A- 
natius s Epiſtles with Men that believe them to be 
genuine ? If others may uſe what we call Argu- 
mentum ad hominem, why may not I? What that 
is, he has learn'd from the moſt ingenious Mr. 
Lock, and therefore needs not my Help to inform 
him. And now, behold the Inconſiſtency I am 
charg'd with, in making Inatius's Epiſtles both 
ſpurious and genuine, approv'd and condemn d 
within a few Pages; and you cannot but admire 
this Gentleman's Acuteneſs, in ſpying out Con- 
tradictions where there are none. | «45 
Next, I am ſuppos'd not to have ſeen the Epi- 
ſtles themſelves. But pray, Sir, what is that to 
you? It is your Part to attend to the Arguments 
that are offer d, if you undertake to anſwer or re- 
fle& upon 'em, and not trouble your Head about 
the Perſon they come from. I thought, Non Quis 
fed Quid had been a Rule proper to be obſery'd 


among Controverſial Writets. And now take No- 


rice of his Reaſon for this ConjeRure of his: It is, 
becauſe I ſay, That it does not appear, by the 
Epiſtles of Ignatius, that the Presbyters were go- 
vern d by the Biſnop, or ſubje& to him; (and I 
| | B 2 may 
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12 A Reply to a Lay-man's Reflections. 
may ſafely ſay it ſtill, for any thing he has ſaid or 
prov'd to the contrary;) When, ſaith he, Ignatius 
bids them all follow the Biſhop, as Jeſus Chriſt 
does the Father; I ask, bat them! What, the 
Presbyters? No ſure; but the Laity, or Chriſtian 
People, as plainly appears by the following Words, 
viz. And the College of Presbyters as the Apo- 
© ftles, and the Deacons as the Commandment of 
God.“ It is not poſſible to conceive, I think, 
that this Exhortation ſhould be given to the Preſ- 
byters. And what immediately follows, I had 
ſaid my ſelf before That the Presbyters might 
do nothing in Church-Concerns without the Bi- 
ſhop, nothing but by his Direction, or with his 
Conſent. And now he has added ſome Words 
that I left out, which he inſinuates me to have 
done with a Deſign to have ſerv'd a Turn by it. 
Jean t fee that he has got any thing by them, or 
that they ſerve his Purpoſe at all: For what he 
fet down as left out by me in the laſt Line of that 
Page {(* whilſt ye live in Subjection to the Biſhop, 
© as'to Jeſus Chriſt) muſt be ſpoken to the Laity, 
and not to the Presbyters, as I obſerv'd before; 
becauſe preſently after follows and be ſubject to 
the Presbyters, c. And here again my Under- 
ſtanding and Honeſty muſt come under the Laſh, 
as if I had deſignedly left out the Words, that 
word have ruin d all that I have endeavour'd to eſta- 
bliſþ. Every intelligent Reader will ſee how unjuſt 
and falſe this reviling Infinuation is, and that the 
Words he has put in does not advantage his Cauſe 
one Farthing. But, I muſt profeſs, I never knew his 
Fellow, for a malapert Cenſurer of Men's Under- 
ſtanding and Honeſty, without the- leaſt Cauſe 
given him for it. | 

Again, pag. 20. I am blam'd for quoting ſome- 
thing as St. Ambroſe's, that was not his ; _ 

| | which 
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A Reply to a Lay-man's Reflections. 13 
which he makes this Reflection, And, indeed, 
© this is a remarkable Inſtance of this Gentleman's 
< Skill in Antiquity, who does not know that Piece 
< to be ſpurious, which the Editor of St. Ambroſe 
© acquaints the Reader of. Now, how this Gen- 
tleman cou'd tell that I did not know this (Sor, I 
think, he is no Conjurer) is more than I can re- 
ſolve : But whether I did or no, or whether thoſe 
Words were  Ambroſe's or no, it's alk-a-caſe, as to 
what Uſe I make of em. For thoſe Notes in 
Ambroſe's Works on the Firſt of Timothy, are of 
long ſtanding ; ſo that that ancient Author, whe- 
ther Ambroſe or Hillary, or whoever elſe, com- 
plaind, that in his Time the Presbytery was 
much neglected, and laid aſide. And this is all 
that I mention'd out of Ambroſes Works. 

And now to our Favourite St. Jerom. And, 
concerning him, he thinks fit to obſerve, (1.) That 

in his greateſt Heat againſt the Biſhops, he allows 
that they have the {ole Power of Ordination; 
and this, ſaith he, is granted by my Adverſary. 
Now you will ſee the down-right Falſity of this 
Aſſertion, by but reading over my Words here 
refer d to, which are theſe. © Even Jerom, who 
* livd in the Fourth (and T might have added 
© Part of the Fifth) Century, was one of thoſe 
© quick-ſighted Presbyterians, who prov d, from 
St. Paul's Writings, the original Parity and Iden- 
© tity of Biſhop and Presbyter. I know ſome have 
objected againſt this, that Paſſage of Jerom, 
Quid enim facit Epiſcopus, quod non etiam faciat Preſ- 
byter: excepta Ordinatione? What does a Biſhop, 
2 that a Presbyter may not do alfo, except Ordi- 
| © nation? I anſwer, Jerom muſt be here under- 
© ſtood to ſpeak according to the Cuſtom of the 
Church in his Days, and for ſome Time before; 
© but to underſtand him as if he meant that Ordi- 
| * Nation, 
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14 A Reply to a Lay-man's Refleclions. 

© nation does not belong to the Presbyter's Of- 
© fice, woud be to make him contradi& all the 
© Arguments and Proofs he had offer d for the 
£ original Parity of Biſhop and Presbyter.* And, 
from hence, let the Reader judge how fit this Per- 
ſon is to accuſe other Men of Diſhoneſty. Tis 


not ſo long, I ſuppoſe, fince he convers'd with 


his old Maſter Lili, but he might have remem- 


ber d that, Qui alterum incuſat Probri, ipſum ſe iu- 
tueri oportet: Thou that ſayeſt a Man ſhould nor 


commit Adultery, doſt thou commit Adultery ? 
And he obſerves (z.) St. Jerom generally diſtin- 
guiſhes the three Orders as they do, and ſays, 


Biſhops ſucceed in the Place of the Apoſtles. 


Well, it is but generally, it ſeems, not always. 
And I ſay, that 


t. Jerom, and ſeveral other Fa- 
thers, ſay, That Presbyters ſucceed in the Place 


of the Apoſtles ; and therefore ſince they ſpoke 
the ſame Thing, ſometimes of Biſhops, and ſome- 


times of Presbyters, they took 'em nat to be 
diſtin, but one and the fame Order. And, I 
think, mine is much the more rational and juſt Ob- 
ſervation : Let the Reader be Judge. He obſerves, 
(3.) That © St. Jerom makes Epiſcppacy as ancient 


© as the Apoſtles : For he tells us, when by the 


© Inſtinkt of the Devil Schiſms began, and they 
© ſaid, I am of Paul, and I of Apollos, and I of Ce- 
< phas, it was decreed all the World over, that a 
© Biſhop ſhou'd be ſet over Presbyters, to govern 
© the Church, and prevent Schiſms. Now, it is 
* plain, theſs Schiſms were thoſe mention'd in 


© Cor. 1. Now, I ſay, this naked Aſſertion, 


without any Proof, is a plain Miſtake ; and my 
Reaſon is this. Jerom (as Blonde ſhews in his 
Treatiſe Pro Sententia Hieronymi) had largely prov d 


from Scripture, that Biſhop and Presbyter were the 


lame ; bur being he liv'd at a Time when Biſhaps 
| go- 
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govern'd the Church, as ſuperior to Presbyters, it 


might be expected he ſhou'd ſhew how it came to 


be ſo, ſeeing it was not ſo from the Beginning: 
He therefore goes on to ſhew, that Schiſms aroſe 
and encreaſed up and down in the Church : Some. 
extoll'd, and were zealous for, one of the Elders 
or Paſtors of the Church, and ſome for another, 
and undervalued and neglected the reſt. And the 
Presbyters might be faulty too, in encouraging 


theſe Factions and Schiſms, by drawing People to 


their Intereſt and Party; as Ferom ſays, Ne quiſque 
e nm Chriſti ad ſe trahens rumperet. And thus 


ſpeaking of the Schiſms that had been practis d, 


before this Remedy was apply'd of ſetting one of 
the Presbyters above the reſt, he alludes to the 
Schiſmatical Language of the Corinthians in the 
Apoſtles Days; that as they then ſaid, I am for 
Paul, and I for Apollos, ſo they talk'd in the ſame 


Strain in After-times, as I am for ſuch a one, and I . 


am for ſuch a one. And to cure and prevent this, 
ſays he, was the Reaſon (quod unus cæteris pra- 
poneretur ) that one of the Presbyters was ſet 
above the reſt. And this Blonde/ proves not to 
have been till about the Lear 140. And to under- 
ſtand Jerom otherwiſe, than according to this 
Senſe, wou d be a great Wrong to him, wou d make 
a weak, inconſiſtent Writer of that undeniably Great 
and Learned Father. And for this I have the 
Authority of the very Learned J/hitaker on my 


Side; who, in his Book De Pontif. Rom. thus de- 


fends this very Paſſage of Jerom againſt Bellarmine. 
And he (4.) obſerves, © That Jerom gives the 
< Biſhop alone the Power of Confirmation. I have 
hitherto ſaid nothing of Confirmation, and there- 
fore am not oblig'd to ſay any thing to it here. 
It any have a mind to know what the Non-Con- 
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16 A Reply to a Lay-man's Reflection. 
tion, they may inform themſelves by reading Mr. 
Baxter 's particular Treatiſe on that Subject. Next, 
we: come to his Inferences from his laſt Obſetva- 
tion. The firſt three of them relate to Confirmation, 
and are nothing to me; which therefore I paſs by. 
His 4th is, That the Paſſage quoted by him out 
* of Jerom, affords a full Proof that Epiſcopacy is 
© not Parochyal ; ſince the Biſhops viſited far di- 
< ſtant Towns, in order to confirm.” I fee no 
Danger at all in granting him this; for, pray; 
who ever deny'd that there was Dioceſan Epiſco- 
pacy in the World in the Fifth Century? And his 
laſt Inference is, That if Confirmation was of 
© Divine Right, and practis'd by the whole World, 
© and none could confirm but Biſhops, as St. Je- 
© rom tells us, then there mult always have been 
© Biſhops ſuperior to Presbyters.” The Confe- 
quence, in this Propoſition, I deny ; for it is evi- 
dent that Jerom there ſpeaks of what was cuſto- 
mary in the Church at that Day, that it was 
then the Biſhop's Work to Confirm; but it no- 
whit follows, chat there muſt therefore always 
have been Biſhops, ſuperior to Presbyters, endow'd 
with the Power of Confirmation. And now, I 
preſume, the Reader will think that our Lay- 
Author had as good have left us in the quiet 
Poſſeſſion of St. Jerom, and not have troubled him- 
ſelf to bring him in as an Evidence in his Cauſe. 
And now we come to his plain Propofition, as 
he calls it; which is this, That we have the 
© ſame (if not better) Evidence of Epiſcopacy's 
© being the Government of the Church, ever ſince 
© the Apoſtle's Days, that we have for the Canon 
© of the Scripture. ' Eft 
I ſhall here firſt acquaint the Reader, that our 
Lay-Author has taken this Propoſition verbatim 
gut of Dr. Montro's Enquiry, &c. who was Primar 
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A Reply to a Lay-man's Refleduns. 17 
of Edinburgh College, when Epiſcopacy was laſt 
aboliſh'd in Scotland, at the late happy Revolution: 
And he was anfwer'd by Dr. Rule, who ſucceeded 
him in that Station. Hence I defire the Reader 
to judge, what a fit Man this is to charge others 
as he does me (in the very next Page, which 1 
ſhall take Notice of in its Place) with ſtealing Ar- 
guments, without any Acknowledgement to the 
Authors, or Notice of the Anſwers they have 
met with. f 


Turpe eſt doctori, cum culpa redarguit ipſum. 


Now, in this Propoſition, by Epiſcopacy the Au- 
thor muſt mean Dioceſan, Prelatical Epiſcopacy; 
or elſe he ſays nothing to the Purpoſe: And, by 
the Canon of Scripture, I ſuppoſe he means thoſe 
Books, eſpecially of the Neu- Teſtament, that have 
been own'd by the Univerſal Church in every 
Age, as written by Divine Inſpiration. Taking 
his Propoſition thus, I think every one, that 
has a juſt Value for the Holy Scriptures, will 
think, with me, that it contains a moſt odious 
Compariſon. All the Learned Aſſertors of Dioce- 
fan Epiſcopacy, in the Church of England, have been 


very unable to bring ſuch Proofs as could ſatisfy. 


the Generality of Proteſtants, of the Divine Right 
of it. It ſeems, ſince they are not able to ad- 
vance the Evidence of the Divine Inſtitution of Epiſ- 
copacy, to an Equality with that of the Divine Au- 
thority of the Scriptures, theſe Gentlemen are for 


bringing the Evidence of the Divine Authority of 


the Scripture to a Level with that of the Divine In- 
ſtitution of Epiſcopacy ; nay, it muſt even be ſet be- 
low it; for his Propoſition tells you, we have 
the ſame (if not better) Evidence, Fc. It is, 
indeed, very like one of 1 Dodwell's Flights 8 

5 Or 
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18 AReply to a Lay-man's Reflections. 


or ſuch another modeſt Propoſition as the Je. 
ſuits lay down in arguing for Tranſubſtantiation, 
viz. That there is as good Evidence in the Neu- 
Teſtament for the Doctrine of Tanſubſtantion, as for 


the Doctrine of the Trinity. All that I ſhall ſay 


to it here is, That if theſe Gentlemen think them- 
ſelves able to ſhake the Foundations of Revealed 
Religion, (and I am ſure they will do that more 


effectually, when they have well proved this their 


Propoſition, than ever the Deiſts have done yet) 
and be diſposd to attempt it, let em begin 


when they pleaſe; they need not fear wanting an 


Anſwer; for there are enow (bleſſed be God) inthis 
Nation, both able and willing to defend the Cauſe 
of Chriſtianity againſt every ſort of Adverſaries. 
Next, he brings in an Argument he had laid 
down in his former Anſwer to Mr. Shaw, and 


ſeems to think much there was no Notice taken 
of it by him or me: It is this. At the Reforma- 


< tion there were three diſtinct Orders, Biſhops, 
Prieſts, and Deacons (as there are in our Chutch ;) 
now, the ſecond Order (or Priefts) had not then 
the Power of Ordination : But our Diffenting 
Teachers have no other Ordination but whar 
they derive from thoſe Prieſts or Presbyters of the 


V - WW . \ 


e 


© ſecond Order, who had not then Power to 


La) 


Ordain: Conſequently, the preſent Diſſenting 
© Teachers Ordinations are not valid, being per- 
formed by Perſons who had no lawful Power to 
Ordain.“ This is the Argument; and if there 
be not ſome latent Force in it, that a Man of 
ordinary Sagacity is not able to diſcover, it is 
one of the ſillyeſt that ever I mer with in this Con- 


2. 


troverſy ; thoꝰ it be made uſe of by ſo celebrated a 
Champion in their Cauſe, as Dr. Wells once was, 


from whom our Lay-man had it. Now, I deſire 
the Reader to take Notice, that the Queſtion in 
| De- 
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4 Debate is, Whether Presbyters have the Power of Or- 
dination, or no ? And, to prove the Negative, theſe 
Gentlemen tell us, that at the Reformation they 
had not that Power ; that the Church of Rome did 


not allow Presbyters the Power of Ordination ; 
therefore they never had ſuch a Power. O the 
clear Conſequence ! And pray, Sir, what is that 
to us, what the Papiſts allow or diſallow 2 We do 
not hold our ſelves bound to ſubſcribe to any thing 
upon the Authority of the Church of Rome. It is 
plain, that Luther and Calvin, thoſe two moſt emi- 
nent Reformers, thought that Presbyters had a 
Power to Ordain, whatever the Pope and his 
Clergy thought ; becauſe they, who were only 
Presbyters themſelves, ordain'd others to the ſame 
Office. And this is one of the aforeſaid Learned 
Doctor's maſculine Arguments againſt Presbyterian 
Ordination. We own, that there was a Reſtraint 
laid upon the Presbyter's Power ro Ordain, by 
the Decrees and Canons of Councils, many hun- 
dred Years before the Reformation But what we 
maintain is, That this Power was affix d to the 
Presbyter's Office by Apoſtolical Inſtitution, and 
that all the Biſhops in the World had not a Power 
to ſeparate em. He that wou'd ſee more ſaid 
about this trifling Argument, may find it in Mr. 
Pierce's Remarks on Dr. Wells's Letters, and his De- 

Fence of his Remarks, particularly in his Seventh and 


Eighth Letters to the Doctor. 


For a parting Blow, the Lay-man compliments 
me with two or three of his ſort of Civilities. He 
wou'd have me think my ſelf oblig'd to him, for 
making no Reflections on my pretending to vin- 
dicate Presbyterian Orders from the Judgment of 
© the Church of England; when all the World 


© knows ſhe holds directly the contrary. To this 


I ſay, That, for all thar Paſſage in the Preface to 
C 2 | the 


— 
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the Book of Ordination, of three Orders in tlie 


Church, wiz. Biſbops, Prieſts, and Deacons ; the Ge- 


nerality of the Learned Biſhops and Doctors in 
the Church, from the Reformation till Laud's Time, 
. own d the Validity of Ordination by Presbyters : 
For they own'd the other Reform'd Churches to 
be true Churches, and the lawful Vocation of their 
Miniſters. I produc'd ſeveral Inſtances to this 
Purpoſe ; as Archbiſhop Bancroſt's Sentence, de- 
liver d at the Ordination of the Scorch Biſhops ; 
and the Paſſage of Dr. Holland, King's Profeſſor 
of Divinity in Oxford ; and the Judgment of the 
Univerſity of Oxford, lately owning the Miniſtry 
and Ordinances of the Church of Genrva. And, 
Jam apt to think, a more knowing Man than my 
Adveriary wou'd be hard put to it, to name one 
great Man in the Church that wrote againſt the 
Validity of Ordination by Presbyters, from the 
Beginning of Edward VE. till the Middle of James 
the Firſt. | count this to be arguing from the 
Judgment of the Church of England, and, I think, 
not improperly : But they think it enough to op- 
pole againſt this, and any thing of the like ſort, 
that fingle Sentence in the Preface aforeſaid ; and, 
ſince they are ſo fond of it, much good may it 
do em with it. 

Next, he minds me of his Civility in not men- 
tioning © whence I ſtole my Arguments, without 
© any Acknowledgement to the Authors I ſtoie 
them from, or Notice to the Anſwers they have 


* met with. What a lucky Man am I, at my 


firft ſetting up for an Author in Controverſy, to 
meet with ſo kind an Adverſary ? But, for all that, 
he muſt give me leave to tell the Reader, that this 
Charge is as falſe as it is ſpiteful ; for he cannot 
name the Author, from whom I have made uſe of 
any Argument or Report of Matter of Fact, _ 1 

dave 
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A Reply to a Lay-man's Reflections. 21 
have not nam'd and quoted my ſelf upon ſome 
Occaſion or other. But he is ont Danger of ha- 
ving this Refle&ion retorted upon himſelf ; for 1 
defy any Man to ſhew me one Argument, whether 
ſtolen or honeſtly come by, that concerns this Con- 
troverſie, and deſerves the name of an Argument, 
thro' the whole of his Libel: I call this Thing 
ſo with Deſign; becauſe it is plain, he aims to 
villifie the Perſons he writes againſt, and beget 
in his Reader a Contempt of 'em, more than to 
anſwer and refute their Argumens ; which I 
look upon as almoſt an infallible Sign of a 
Weak or Sophiſtical Adverſary: I do not charge 
him with being the {atter. We may perhaps at 
length be taught to deſpiſe theſe Men's Abilities, 
as much as they do ours; and then we ſhall be 
even with 'em. | 
There is yet one Inſtance of his Civility be- 
FF tHind as to me, and that is, his not expoſing the 
J fhamefnl Ignorance, I have diſcover'd, about Cor- 
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1 zeiizs, Biſhop of Rome. To which I have this to 
"3 fay, Tho I be a Man of no great Effrontery, yet 
I do not bluſhto own, that when I wrote the Vin- 
| dication,T had not read that Epiſtle of Cornelius, nor 
"1 cou'd I tell where to find it. And what then? I appeal 
do every body, whether it was not the Lay-man's 
"1 Butineſs to ſhew me, as I demanded in my Anſwer 
5 do Mr. Cautrel, where Cornelius ſpeaks of thoſe Preſ- 
Y Hyters as ſubject to him, and govern'd by him, as 
'J their Dioceſan. But it is plain, he thought it an 


eaſier matter to reproach me with the Charge of 
Ignorance, than to make me wiſer in this Point. 
But as he cant ſhew me, where Cornelius {aith any 
ſuch Thing, ſo Icanſhew him, where Cyprian ſaith, 
what does manifeſtly imply the contrary ; for in 
his 55th Epiltle, writing to Cornelius, he gives à 
mare to the Presbyters with the Biſhop in the Pre- 

ſidency,. 


ES 
"FRM 
* 
FRY 
8. 
l 
e 
3 
Oo 
vo 
IF 
> 7 
. 

4 
* 


— - — — 


— — — 


= . „ 
_ —_— 


. „ _ - l 
— 3 — 5 — — W = a * [1 K * * id n : n — G — e 2 — — ; — : 4 3 
"x , 


CE 
— — R a _ 7 

—— — — — 

* — n 2 . _ 


—— 


22 
G „446 
% 
4 
* 
— 


wy - 


. r 1 OO Wn MP 
- 


ra 


— * nn ol ne aA * pw - 7 he” wn 1 


n W 


* , 
4 P 4 - 
49 


22 A Reply to a Lay man's Reflections. 


ſidency or Government of the Church, in thoſe 
Words, Horentiſſimo illic Clero tecum prafidenti; To 
the moſt flouriſhing Clergy preſiding there (that is, 
at Rome) along with thee. And this Paſſage is 
taken Notice of by Biſhop Uſher in his Reduction; 
where ſpeaking of the Elders ruling the Church 
in the firſt Ages in common with their Biſhops, 
he brings in theſe Words of Cyprian; in which, 
© (ſaith he) he wiſheth Cornelius to read his Letters 
© to the flouriſhing Cletgy, which there did prefide 
© or rule with him. And now for all my ſhameful 
Ignorance in this Matter, I believe I have ſaid 
ſomething to enlighten my Lay-Man ; tho' I do 
not expect, he will thank me for it. 

I think by this time I have danc'd Attendance 
long enough to this ſwaggering Lay-Man, who 
only nibbles here and there at the Vindication, 
where he thinks he has a little Advantage; and if 
there was any given him, I hope, I have made it 


appear, that he has made but a poor Improvement 


of it. But we may fear, he has Rods in Piſs for 
us {till ; for in his 24 and 25 pag. he threatens 
hard to expoſe us to Contempt for want of Un- 
derſtanding and Conduct. And he does not for- 

t at the ſame time to magnifie his own Mild- 
neſs and Good-Nature in paſſing by thoſe Advan- 
tages, a fair Adverſary might, and an angry one 


© woud have taken; and in 1 rather to allow 


© us the Glory of owning our Miſtakes, than that 
© they ſhou'd be laid open by the Hand of an Ad- 
© verſary. And who can chuſe but thank this wor- 
thy Gentleman for all this Civility? which is ſo 


well atteſted by his Mitneſe this, and Witneſs that, 


and WMitneſ, tother Thing, which I have taken 
Notice of a little above. Unhappy we, that are 
ſo dull, as not to be able to diſcover our Miſtakes ! 


which by a ſcaſonable owning of, we might eſcape 
the 
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A Reply to a Lay-man's Reflections. 15 
ſevere Laſhes, we are otherwiſe threatned with. 


I ſhall not ask the Reader to obſerve, what a Man 
of Might this Novice takes himſelf to be; and 


how he {wells as full as his Skin can hold with 


Confidence and Self-Conceit. He ſaves other Men 
the Trouble of expoſing his want of Judgment, 
and of a Diſpoſition to treat his Adverſaries 
juitly ; for he has done both ſufficiently him- 
ſelf, in the one part and the other of his weak, 
contemptible Libel. If the Vindication was a 
ſorry jejune Performance, as the Mercurial Gen- 
tleman is pleasd to call it, who gave himſelf the 
Diverſion of Writing two obliging Letters to the 
Corporation of Derby, to help to recover em to 
their Scnſes; Wonder, what Character he wou'd 
beſtow, upon this matchleſs Piece of the Lay-Man, 
if he wonld once allow himſelf to think imparti- 
ally. I doubt, the Reader will think, I have but 
little to do, to give myſelf and him this Trouble 
upon ſo light a Provocation: I believe indeed, a 
great many wou'd not have done it. If the 
Gentlemen of Derby, or any other, think good to 
ſay any thing againſt the Vindication, I expect, 


they will take it before 'em, and anſwer the whole: 


but if they content themſelves to make no better 
a Return to my Arguments and Anſwers to Mr. 


Cantrell's than a little hectoring, threatning Stuff, 


from a bullying Youngſter of the Party, they ſhall 
have the Privilege for me to triumph and joy them- 
ſelves in their unanſwer'd Performances hereafter, 
if they ſay any more of the matter, and no more 


to the purpoſe. 


Jam, 
SIR, 
With all due Reſpect fincerely yours, &C. 
Jan. 26. 
17145. 
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To the Reverend 
DANIEL WILLIAMS, 
Of LOND ON, D. D. 


Moſt Reverend Sir, 


- HAVE wentur'd to prefer your Name 
10 this ſmall Performance, that I might 
have an Opportunity for a publick Profeſ- 
| ſion of the Eſteem I have long had, of 
that ſincere, well-gaided and conſtant Real "for 


the real Intrreſt of Religion, (viz. important, ne- 


ceſſary Truth, and Holineſs, with Catholick Peace 
and C barity,) of which you have for many Years 
beew an Eminent Pattern th all your Bre- 
thren : That God wou' d be pleaſed to diffuſe the 

e Apoſtolick Spirit among his Miniſters at this 
De, and prolong your Life, and Capacity of Uſe- 


7 45 te or farther Service to his Charch, is the 


earneſt Prayer of, Worthy Sir, 
Your very Honouring Brother, 


and moſt Humble Servant 


Sept. 1. 1715. 
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N the Introduction to his Diſ- 
courſe, our Author thus expreſſes 
himſelf ; © That a Pamphler had 
of late appear'd in Print, and been 

© induſtriouſly ſpread about that 
Town, which in Oppoſition to 
© their, i. e. the Eccleſiaſtical Eſta- 
E bliſhment, pretends to vindicate Presbyterian 
Ordination from Scripture and Antiquity, Cc. 
* and that this ſtrikes at the Foundation of their 
© Conſtitution. I have two Things to ſay to this. 
One is, that the whole Body of the moſt learned 
Biſhops and Doctors of the Church of England 
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till Laud's Time held the Validity of Ordination 


by Presbyters, or Miniſters, that have a paltoral 
Care of Souls, tho' but of one particular Church, 
and that have no Presbyters under them ; tho' they 
look'd upon it to be uncanonical and irregular, 


and Ordination by Biſhops having Presbyters un- 


der them more agreeable to the Cuſtom of the 
Church in Primitive Times, yet they allow'd it 
to be valid; they held Communion with the o- 
ther reformed Churches, that have no Biſhops, 
and allow d Forcign Divifies to exerciſe their Mi- 
niſtry in the Church of England, that had no o- 
ther Ordination but by ſuch Presbyters. Of this 
Mind were Jewel, Downham, Reynolds, Whitaker, 
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28 A Reply to Mr. Sturges s Sermons. 
Holland, Davenaxt, and even Bancroft himſelf; and 
all the eminent Defenders of the Proteſtant Cauſe 
againſt Popery in the Reign of Queen Elixabeibh, 
and thro' the moſt of King James's. Certainly 
theſe great Men were not of Mr. Sturgess Mind, 
that to aſſert or vindicate the Validity of Presby- 
terian Ordination is an Oppoſition to the Eſta- 
bliſhment, and a ſtriking at the Foundation of the 
Conſtitution of the Church of England. The other 
thing I have to ſay to it is, that if the publiſhing 
the Vindication was indeed ſuch an audacious 
thing as Mr. Sturges repreſents it, J deſire it may 
be remembred what Occaſion was given for it, by 
Mr. Cantrell's undertaking to prove the ſimple Un- 
lawfulneſs and Invalidity of any other Ordination 
than by a Dioceſan Biſhop. And it is ſure enough, 
if no Anſwer had appear'd, the Diſſenters in and 
about Derby would have been extravagantly inſult- 
ed, as having nothing to ſay for themſelves, by 
a Party of Men, that were juſt waiting to devour 
them. - Om 8 
But I wonder more at what Mr. Sturges adds 


in the ſame place, viz, That the Vindication of 


© Presbyterian Ordination reflects a Blemiſh on 
the Reformation.” As if the Continuance of the 
Power of Biſhops, and vaſt Extent of their Charge, 
were one of the beſt Things, that the Reformati- 
on had done for us : Whereas every Body knows, 
that in all Popiſh Countries whatever, the Govern- 
ment of the Church is in the Hands of Biſhops and 
Archbiſhops, as it is here with us in England. Nor 
is there any other of the Reform'd Churches 
throughout Chriſtendom, where the Power and 
Prerogative of Biſhops and Archbiſhops, (ſome in- 
deed of late, as the Anthor of the Principles of 
the Cypriauick Age, are tor laying thoſe latter a- 
nde, and reducing all Biſhops to a Parity) and 
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A Reply to Mr. Sturges's Sermons. 29 
the Aſſerting the Divine Right of ſuch, is ſo fully 


kept up according to the Pattern of the Romiſh 
Church, as is done here in Enz/aud. How then 
a Vindication of Presbyterian Ordination ſhou'd 
caſt a Blemiſh on the Reformation, otherwiſe than 


in the Judgment of Papiſts, and of them that are 


zealouſly bent upon uniting with them, I am not 
able to comprehend. 


As to the firſt Head, p. 3, 4. the Author forgets 


to diſtinguiſh between the immediate Miſſion or 


Call, that Chriſt had from the Father, and the A- 
poſtles of Chriſt, and the mediate Miſſion of ordi- 
nary Paſtors and Teachers. | 

Ss to the ſecond Head, the Author has not 
prov'd the 70. to be an inferior Order to the 12. 


There appears no ſuch Difference in the Extent of 


their Commiſſion as he ſuggeſts, p. 6. nor any Dif- 
ference in the Doctrine they were to preach. Nor 
is it true, that they had only a part of that Power 
of working Miracles given to the 12. For tho 
the Power of caſting out Devils is not expreſly 
mention d in the Commiſſion given to the 70. in 
the 10th of Luke; yet that they had ſuch a Power, 
and exercis'd it, is evident from the 1 7th v. of that 
Chap. I again defire the Reader to conſult the 
Goſpels giving an Account of Chriſt's Calling 
and ſending forth the 12. and the 70. and he will 
find, that the Work, the Inſtructions, the Powers, 
and Authority of them both were the ſame. Which 
was my Anſwer to Mr. Cantrel about this Matter. 
(Vindic. p. 51, 52.) And let me tell the Reader 
further, that ſome of the late Defenders of Epiſco- 
pacy give up this Argument, and own that it 
proves nothing of the Diſtinction or Superiority 
of Order between Biſhop and Presbyter. And 
whereas I had argued, (Vind. p. 30.) that Ignatius, 
and ſeveral other Fathers ſay, that the Presbyters 
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30 A Reply to Mr. Sturges's Sermons.” 
ſucceeded the Apoſtles, and receiv'd their Succeſſion 
from them; and ſome of em ſpeak of the 
Presbyters ſucceeding the Apoſtles, in poteſtate Cla- 
_ wium regni cœlorum, in the Power of the Keys of the 


Kingdom of Heaven. And that Jrenæus ſpeaking 1 


of the Presbyters receiving their Succeſſion from 
the Apoſtle, has theſe notable Words, That with 
the Succeſſion of the Epiſcopacy, they receiv'd 
© the certain Grace of Truth according to the 
< Father's Pleaſure. Here he fpeaks of the Preſ- 
byters ſucceeding the Apoſtles in the Epiſcopal 
Office. 8 . 
And to the like purpoſe faith Clemens Rom. in 
his Epiſtle to the Cor. Sec. 44. It wou'd be no ſmall 
Sin, if we calt thoſe Presbyters, who have be- 
© hav'd themſelves worthily, out of the Epiſcopal 
Office. From which Paſſages I argued, that the 
fame Officers in the Church were call'd by the 
Ancients, Biſhops and Presbyters ; and the Pow- 
er of Biſhop and Presbyter acknowledged to be 


originally and unchangeably the ſame. Now to 


avoid the Force of this Reaſoning, our Author 


gives us a pretty turn of Fancy, p. 7. in theſe 


Words, The College of Presbyters have the ſame 
Power in the Church, that the Apoſtles had, 
* when our Saviour preſided over them: But then 
© as Chriſt in his Prophetick Miniſtry was ſubje& 
to God, and derived his Miſſion from him, ſo 
the Bithop, as the ſupreme Governor of his 
Dioceſe, does at by a Divine Authority, and 
the Presbyters are ſubordinate to him, as the A- 
poſtles were to Chriſt, during his Reſidence a- 
mong them. And does our Author indeed think, 
that ſuch Fancy and naked Aſſertion as this will 
pais for Reaſoning, and ſerve to quaſh the Argu- 
ments I have juſt now recited from the Vindicati- 
on, which is nothing but his own Comment ee 

whole 


K a M vv > 


R ITO os e 7 2 
. FT AAA ne OY og $2 
Cor / dd Pe 


as —— 2 


A Reply to Mr. Sturges Sermons. 3 1 
thoſe Words of Ignatius in his Epiſtle to the Church 
of Smrna, Do you all follow or obey the Biſhop, 
© as Jeſus Chriſt did the Father, and the Presby- 
< tery as the, Apoſtles ?* But if our Author will 
have what he here gives us to be the Senſe of 
theſe Words of Ignatius, he ſhou'd have ſhew'd us, 
where Ignatius, or any other Father ſaith, that the 
Biſhop ſucceeds in the place of Chriſt as plainly 
as they. ſay, that the Presbyters fucceed in the 
place of the Apoſtles. And beſides, if indeed the 

1 Presbyters ſucceed the Apoſtles in the Power, 
that they had during Chriſt's Abode on Earth, and 
the Biſhop ſucceeds Chriſt in his Power, as our 
Author ſaith, then I deſire to know who ſucceeds 
the 70. and what will become of the Argument 
for the Diſtinction of Order between the Biſhop 
and Presbyter, grounded upon the like Diſtinction 
between the 12. and the 70. | 
P. 8. He gives us the ſame Interpretation of our 
Lord's Words, John 20. 21. as Mr. Cantre/ had 
done, As my Father hath ſent me, even ſo ſend I jou, 
7. e. faith he, with Authority to Commiſſion fit 
4 Perſons to the Miniſtry. I tell him as I did Mr. 
Cantrel, that this is an arbitrary and forc'd Inter- 
pretation merely to ſerve a Turn. It is moſt plain, 
that this Paſſage relates to the whole of the Apo- 
loſtolical Office, not any ſuch particular Branch 
of it as Commiſſioning others. Nor indeed did 
the Apoſtles properly Commiſſion others at all: 
All ordinary Paſtors had their Commiſſion from 
Chriſt's Charter, and the Apoſtles cou'd do no 
more than inveſt ſuch as were qualified for the 
Office, and willing to undertake it; And if they 
had inveſted or commiſſion'd any other, they had 
I acted beyond their own Commiſſion. The Reaſon 
Jof the Apoſtles being chiefly concern'd in ordain- 
ing others was, becauſe they were fitteſt Judges - 
| the 
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32 A Reply to Mr. Sturges. Sermons. 


the Qualifications of thoſe they Converted: But 


that this was not any Power then appropriated to 
them during their Life, is evident from As 13. 
I, 2, 3. and 1 Tim. 4. 14. That the Apoſtles had 
Powers founded on their extraordinary Inſpiration; 
and derivable to no Succeſſors, I ſuppoſe our Ad- 
verſaries will not deny: But for the ordinary Pow- 
ers of Teaching, Baptizing, Governing and Or- 
daining, that theſe were convey'd to all ordinary 
Paſtors, calld in Scripture ſometimes Biſhops, 
ſometimes Elders, 1s what we affirm and they de- 
ny. As for the mere Presbyters, our Author ſpeaks 
of, p. 11. or Officers, that had a Power of Teach- 
ing and Baptizing, but not of Ruling and Ordain- 
ing, they were Creatures unknown in the Apoſtoli- 
cal Age; for that Ruling was one eflential Branch 
of the Scripture-Elder's Office, and even inferior | 
to Teaching, is manifeſt beyond Contradiction; 
from 1 Tim. 5. 17. Let the Elders, that rule well, be 
counted worthy of double Honour, eſpecially they, who la- 
bour in Mord and Doctrine. And does it not look 
odd and abſurd to aſſign the inferior part of the 
Work of the Goſpel-Miniſtry to a ſuperior Order? 
I argued largely from this Topick in my Anſwer 
to Mr. Cantrel, (Vind. p. 48, 49, 50.) to prove, 
that the part of the Work, which our Adverſaries 
aſſign to the Presbyters Office is the more painful 
part of it, and moſt profitable for the Church; and 
therefore the leſs painful, profitable and neceſ- 
ſary part ſhou'd not be denied to belong to their 
Office, nor be aſſign d to a pretended ſuperior Or- 
der, unleſs it had been expreſly, or by clear Con- 
ſequence ſo order d by Chriſt or his Apoſtles. 
But of this Mr. Sturges is pleas'd to take no man- 
ner of Notice: And now I come to conſider his 
Proofs of his mere Presbyters, as an inferior Or- 
der to Biſhops, who arc allow'd to Preach the 

Goſpel 


A Reply to Mr. Sturges Sermons. 33 
Goſpel, be Guides to Chriſtian People in the pub- 
licx Worſhip, and adminiſter the Sacramental 
Signs; but not to Rule the Church, or Ordain 
others to the Miniſtry. But firſt in Diſtruſt of his 
Scripture Arguments our Author has one thing to 
premiſe, p. 12. viz. © That in the firſt ſettling of 
Churches we cannot expect all things ſhou'd be 
regularly order'd ; or that in fo ſhort a Hiſtory 
of thoſe Times left us upon Record, every thin 
material and of conſequence to decide this Con- 
troverſie ſhou'd-be exactly related. Now this he 
lays down as a Poſtulatum, which he thinks ſhou'd 
3 in all Reaſon be granted him : whereas if he has 
read what has been lately writ in this Controverſie, 
one woud think, he muſt know, that they, who 
argue againſt the Divine Right of Prelatical, Dios 
ceſan Epiſcopacy, hold the contrary to what he here 
premiſes, and affirm, thar in the Apoſtolical Age 
5 all things were regularly order'd in the Church; 
and that in the Hiſtory of Things left us on Re- 
cord in the New Teſtament, every thing material 
and of Conſequence to decide this or any other 
Controverſie among Chriſtians is ſufficiently rela- 
lated. And this he might have known to be my 
own Opinion by my quoting, with the higheſt Ap- 
probation, that notable Paſſage of the judicious 
Chillingworth ; (Vind. p. 27, 28.) who having taken 
Notice of the many Contradictions and Inconſiſt- 
eneies in the ancient Writings, concludes thus: 
© In a Word, there is no ſuſficient Certainty; but 
of Scripture only, for any conſidering Man to 
build upon: This therefore, and this only, J have 
© Reaſon to believe. 

We do not deſpiſe the ancient Writings of the 
Fathers, and Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians as uſeleſs; 
but we hate to have the Authority and Certainty 
of thoſe Writings ſet upon 1 85 (as the W 
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24 A Reply to Mr. Sturges Sermons. 
been with the Papiſts and modern Defenders of E- 
piſcopacy) with that of Canonical Scripture. Nor 
do we allow the Scriptures to be brought down 
to be try d by theſe Writings, but expect, that 
theſe ſnou d be try d by the Scriptures ; from which 
it has been made appear by many Hands, that the 
Apoſtles left the Government of particular Church- 


es in the Hands of thoſe Elders to whoſe Care 


they committed them, without appointing One the 
Supreme among them, and Ruler over the reſt. 
And as for the Stperintendency the Apoſtles ex- 
ercis d over thoſe Elders, (in which our Adverſaries 
will have the Biſhops to be the Apoſtles Succeſſors) 
it only related to their giving them, by virtue of 
their extraordinary Inſpiration, Rules and Directi- 
ons for the due Diſcharging of their Office; where- 
in we will allow Biſhops to ſucceed them, when 
they can juſtly pretend t the ſame extraordinary 
Guidance of the Holy Spirit, but not without it. 
I ſhall now go on to conſider the Proofs our Au- 
| thor offers from Scripture for his mere Presbyters. 
And the firſt is p. 13. that in A&s 15. 23. We 


© read of Elders and Presbyters in the Eccleſiaſti- | 
© cal Senſe of that Word, evidently diſtinguiſhed 


© from the Apoſtles and Brethren.” And the rea- 
fon why we mult take theſe Elders to be ſo in the 
Eccleſiaſtical Senſe, that is, mere Presbyters, is, be- 
cauſe that James was the fixed Apoſtle or Biſhop 
of Jeruſalem. And this is grounded upon Euſebi- 
uss Relation, That the Care and Government of 
© that Church was, with the Conſent of the reſt of 
the Apoſtles, committed chiefly to James, the 
Brother of our Lord, and for that Reaſon he 
* was accounted the firſt Biſhop of Jeruſalem. 

We had a Touch of this Argument from Mr. 
Cantrel, and for Anſwer I referd the Reader to 
Mr. Boyſe's Appendix to his Sermon of the _— 
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>fice of a Scripture-Biſhop, p. 33. Cc. Now ſince 


Mr. Sturges is pleas'd to take no notice of that, I 
will give my ſelf the Trouble to tranſcribe Mr. 


_ Boyſe's Anſwer at large: which I am the rather 


willing to do, becauſe our Author ſeems to lay 
much Streſs upon this Argument; for he tells us, 
p. 14. that this is an evident and inconteſtable 
Proof of what they contend for. And again, 
when he is for driving us from ourdernier Reſort, 
P. 45. he reaſſumes this Argument, and ſets it in 
the Front of thoſe, whereby he wou'd prove the 
Primitive Biſhops to have been Dioceſans. Bur 
I muſt firſt acquaint my Reader, that about ſeven 
Years ago there was a Book publiſhed, entitled 
The Divine Right of Epiſcopacy aſſerted, and pre- 
fac'd by Dr. HMickes; in which, among other Ar- 
guments from the New Teſtament to prove his 
Aſſertion, he inſiſts on this that our Author makes 
uſe of, of St. Fames's being the fix'd Biſhop of Je- 
ruſalem. Which Argument, before his Anſwer to 
it, Mr. Boyſe ſets down at large as follows. 
_ © The other Scriptural Argument, which the 
© fore-mention'd Author cries up as an invinci- 
© ble Proof of the Settlement of an ordinary Epiſ- 
© copacy (he means a Dioceſan one) in the Times 
of the Apoſtles, is drawn from St. James's being 
conſider d by the Apoſtles, while they were 
* actually with him, as Biſhop of the whole Bo- 
dy of the Church of Jeruſalem ; to whom apper- 
* tained the Throne of it, as Euſebius expreſſes it; 
Which ſhews us plainly, that Epiſcopacy was a 
* diſtinguiſh'd Dignity in the Time of the Apo- 
* ſtles, and that they yielded the Primacy to him 
to whom the See of Jeruſalem did belong. That 
* one, who was not of the Twelve, ſhould have 
* theſe Marks of extraordinary Reſpe& paid him 
by the Twelve, or by as many as were there at 
„ © that 
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that time, which could be due to him only on 


the ſcore of a ſuperior Nignity and Authority 


in the place he then fill d, is an unconteſtible 
Evidence that he held that Dignity and Power by 
virtue of an ordinary and ſettled Inſtitution. 


For eertainly the extraordinary Commiſſion the 
Twelve had receiv'd, placed them in a Character 
otherwiſe equal to his, if not much ſuperior. 
His nearneſs of Blood to our Bleſſed Saviour, 
very juſtly intitled him to all the Expreſſions of 
a Deference perſonal and private: but that Re- 


lation neither inveſted him nor the Sons of Zebe- 


dee, nor the Bleſſed Virgin herſelf, with any ſort 
of Authority, that ſhould challenge thoſe Recog- 
nitions he receiv 'd from the Apoſtles themſelves, 


as bearing a Character at that time, and even in 
that place ſuperior to them. Tis true, the Emi- 


nence of his See might ſęt him in that Reſpect 
above all ordinary Biſhops whatſoever. But 
all the Brightneis of that muſt have yielded to 
the Eminence of the Apoſtolical Character, if it 
had not been for the Juriſdi&ion that went a- 
long with it. His being the firſt ordinary Bi- 
ſhop would by no means qualifie him to take 
place of any of the extraordinary ones; but be- 


ing an ordinary Biſhop might very well induce 


the extraordinary ones to treat him on that Oc- 
caſion and in that Diſtrict as ſuperior to them. 
Hence it was at the end of the Conſultation, 
when he cloſes with his decretory Speech, he 
ſpeaks to the whole Aſſembly in ſuch an Autho- 
rative Stile, Men and Brethren hearken unto ue, v. 
13. and Wherefore my Sentence is, v. 19. And 
hence it was that St. Pau! ſubmitted himſelf to 
give an Account to St. James in Council (Acts 
21.) of the Succeſs of his Miniſtry among the 
Gentiles, and that they laid that expreſs Com- 

| mand 
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t mand upon him, Do therefore this that we ſay uns 
* z0 thee, &c. wer. 23. and he ſo readily obey d. 
And the forecited Author is ſo elevated with the 
imaginary Force of this Argument, that he can- 
not forbear thus to inſult upon it. And now do 
* not the unhappy Dividers upon the Principle of 
Parity, expect St. Paul, and the reſt of the Holy 
Apoſtles, ſhould riſe up in Judgment againſt, and 
condemn them for not ſubmitting to the ordi- 
nary Government of the Church; when behold, 
they that did conſtitute and frame it, ſubmitted 
to it? I have, in juſtice to the Author, recited 
this Argument at length; but ſhall content my ſelf 
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with a ſhort Anſwer to it, in the following Par- 


ticulars. 


Anſw. 1. The whole Argument is founded on 
two mere precarious, nay, falſe Suppoſitions : The 
one is, That St. James here mention'd in this, Acts 
15. and 21. was not one of the Twelve, nor an 
Apoſtle. Whereas if this was James the Son of 
Alpheus, (as Grotius and other judicious Expoſitors 
think molt probable) then he was one of the Twelve, 
mention'd Matth. 10. 3. Mark 3. 18. And if this 


be the St. James here ſpoken of, the whole Argu- 


ment founded on the contrary Conjecture, falls to 
to the ground. But if we grant the St. — here 
mentioned, to have been the Brother of our Lord, 
tho he was not one of the Twelve, it does not 
thence follow, that he had not both the Character 
and Authority of an Apoſtle. I am ſure St. Paul 
reckon d him among the Apoſtles, when he 
ſaith, at Gal. 1. 18, 19. Then after three Tears 1 
went up to Jeruſalem to ſee Peter, and abode with 
him fifteen Days; but other of the Apoſtles ſaw 1 
none, fave James the Lord's Brother. How comes 
then our Author to degrade St. James from his 
Apoſtolical Dignity, to make a Dioceſan Biſhop | 

: Ot 
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of him? And how ridiculous is the Compariſon 
he here makes on this Occaſion, between the Power 
of an Apoſtle, and that of an ordinary Biſhop in 
his own Dioceſs? And would he have us take 
that for an invincible Proof, the Foundation of 
which is ſo palpable a Miſtake ? But let us, for 
once, make a liberal Conceſſion to the Author, 
and allow, that the James here ſpoken of, was not 
one of the Twelve, nor had the Character of an 
Apoſtle at all: and then the Argument runs upon 
another Suppoſition, far more precarious, viz: That 
the Apoſtles here paid an extraordinary deference to 
him, as Biſhop of Jeruſalem ; that they yielded the 
Primacy to him; that they recognized his Character, as 
in that place ſuperior to theirs; that they treated him 
as ſuperior in his own Diſtric4 ; that they ſubmitted 
10 his ordinary Government. I have read over the 
whole Chapter with ſome Care, and to my great 
Diſappointment, cannot find one Syllable of all 
this. All theſe Suppoſitions ſeem to have no other 
Foundation than that of a warm Imagination 
Our Author here ſets up for a Spiritual Claren- 
cieux, to determine the grand Point of Precedency 
and Superiority, between the Apoſtles and this 
imaginary Biſhop of Jeruſalem, within the Bounds 
of his pretended Diocefs. But when he comes to 
prove what he here ſuppoſes, all the Evidence he 
produces amounts to no more than this, That 
St. James ſpeaks laſt, that he begins his Speech with 
theſe Words; Men and Brethren, hearken to me : And 
concludes them with theſe, Mherefore my Sentence 
75, &c. This he calls ſpeaking in an Authoritative 
Style. But I would gladly know, what Evidence 
it is of a Man's afluming an Authority over ſuch 
a Council as this, that he begins his Speech in the 
common Strain of all that crav'd Attention to what 
they had to ſay, even among ſuch as they pre- 
| - + tended 
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dended no manner of Authority over? Does not 
St. Stephen thus begin his Speech to the J7euiſ Coun- 
cil? Atis 7, 2. St. Peter to the Jeuiſb Multitude'? 
Acts 2. 14. So St. Paul, Act; 22.1. Or what Evi- 
dence is it fora Man's aſſuming ſuch an Authority 
and Juriſdiction for him, in a Caſe that had been 
debated to conclude his Speech ; Whereſore I judge 
ſo and ſo: or, Wherefore this is my Judgment. 
For the Original is only Ale Sywelre. As if St. James 
might not declare his own Judgment in the Caſe, 
without pretending to any Authority over the reſt 
of the Elders; and much more without pretending 
to an Authority in that Place, ſuperior to that of the 
Apoſtles themſelves > And I would gladly know, 
why any of the Elders themſelves, or even any of 
the Brethren, (that joined with the Apoſtles and 
Elders in that Council, and in the Letter they 
wrote as the Reſult of all their Conſultation) might 
not have deliver'd their Opinion in the ſame Lan- 
guage that St James does his, without ever dream- 
ing of any ſuch Authority and Juriſdiction as this 
Author would found upon it? Might not any of 
them have beſpoke the Attention of the reſt, with 
the ſame modeſt Preface ; and after having offer d 
ſo good Reaſons, have told them, it was his Judg- 
ment, that the Caſe onght to be ſo determined? 
And had they done ſo, would it not have been ri- 
diculous to draw ſuch a Concluſion as this from it? 
Should the Author make ſuch a Speech as a Mem- 
ber of a Convocation, would he not think thoſe 


# very unreaſonable, that would put ſuch a perverſe 


* Conſtruction upon it? Nay, what tho' the Apo- 
ſtles, and Elders, and Brethren, agreed to make 

aſe of ſeveral of St. James's Expreſſions, in the 
| Letter they wrote, will any more follow from it, 
than that they approv'd his Judgment, and the 
Reaſons it was founded upon? And what - 
TIS 
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40 A Reply to Mr. Sturges Sermon. 
this ſignify ts prove, that they recognized in him 
an Authority ſuperior to that of all the Elders; 
nay, (as the Author vainly fancies) ſuperior in that 
Diſtrict to the Apoſtolical Authority it ſelf > Muſt 
every Member of a Synod or Council, whoſe Judg- 
ment is univerſally approved and followed, claim 
a Primacy and Government over all, whoſe Suf- 
frages accord with his? Nay, is there the leaſt 
Shadow of Probability, that the Apoſtles, and 
Elders, and Brethren, concurred with St. James, 
rather out of regard to his Superiority and Dig- 
nity, as the ſuppoſed Dioceſan of that See, than 
out of regard to convincing Reaſons that he al- 
ledged? Of the former there is not the leaſt in- 
timation; The latter is fairly ſuggeſted in their 
Letter: I ſeemed good to the Holy Ghoſt, and to us, &c. 
So that there needs no other Account to be given 
of their concurring with the Judgment of St. James, 
than their being convinced by the Reaſons he of- 
fered. But for our Author's peculiar Fancy, that 
the Apoſtles themſelves recognized St. James's Au- 
thority, as in his Diſtrict ſuperior to theirs, I am 
afraid it will overturn all that Authority of Metro- 
politans, which he ſeems ſo deſirous to counte- 
nance, from the Example of Timothy. For I had 
always thought, that in our Archiepiſcopal Viſita- 
tions, the Authority of the Archbiſhop had, during 
his Viſitation, ſuſpended the Excrciſe of that of 
the Ordinaty of the Place, as Superior to it, and 
capable to controul it: But by this Author's ac- 
count, and way of Reaſoning, the Archiepiſcopal 
muſt yield to the Epiſcopal Authority within the 
Bounds of the Biſhop's Dioceſs; ſince he ſuppo- 
ſes, that the Apoſtles themſelves, when in St. James's 
Dioceſs, yielded him the Primacy, recognized his 
ſuperior Authority, and ſubmitted to his Govern- 
ment. And if this be not a ranvrerſing all the bow I 

tende 
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tended Order of the Hierarchy, I know not 
what is "Pk I e 23.7 


- Secondly, If there be any force in this Author's 


Reaſoning, it turns againſt himſelf. Paul and 
Barnabas are ſent to Jeruſalem for the deciſion of 
this Queſtion (about the neceſſity of the Gentiles 
being Circumciſed, and obſerving the Law of 
Moſes, v. 2.) upon their arrival there they are re- 
ceived of the Church, and of the Apoſtles and 
Elders, v. 4. the Apoſtles and Elders came toge- 
ther to conſider of this matter, v. 6. The Apoſtles 
and Elders, and whole Church or Brethren, joyn 
in the Letter written to their Brethren in Antioch, 


Syria and Cicilia, v. 23. Now if St. James was of 


the Council, he was either one of the Apoſtles, or 
Elders, or Brethren; Our Author denies him to 
be one of the Twelve, or an Apoſtle at all; and 
to be ſure he will not rank him among the Bre- 
thren. He then muſt either be one of the Elders, 
or elſe his Title and Dignity is quite left out, tho the 
Author ſuppoſes his Authority to have chiefly de- 
cided the 5 itſelf: And therefore, ſhou'd 
1 argue at his rate, T might reaſon thus; 
that ſince St. James was one of the Elders, and 
yet ſince the Apoſtles themſelves paid him ſuch ex- 


traordinary Reſpect, as to recognize him as ſupe- 


rior in his own Diſtrict; therefore the Authority 
of Presbyters depends upon a ſettled Inſtitution, 
ſince the Apoſtles themſelves ſubmitted to the ordi- 
nary Government of Presbyters, and will riſe up 
in eta, againſt ſuch as refuſe the like Sub- 
miſſion to it: ſo that this is a much ſtronger Ar- 
gument for Presbyterial Government, than for 
Dioceſan. And thus far the Argument is ſtrong 
and clear, that the Apoſtles themſelves admitted 
the Elders of the Church of Jeruſalem to give their 


Suffrages in this Council; and if St. James was 
| F nor 
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not an, Apoſtle, then his Vote as an Elder was in 
this important Affair as deciſive as that of any o- 
ther Member of the Council. I know the Author 
will here tell us, that St. James was called the Bi- 


ſhop of Jeruſalem, by Writers that lived in the ſuc- 


ceeding Ages: but I muſt freely tell him, their 


Authority with me is no way comparable to that 


of St.. Paul, who mentions him as one of the A- 
poſtles in the place forecited, Gal. 1. 19. Nor to 
that of St. Lake, who was better acquainted with 
St. James's Character and Station than they cou'd 


be, and yet ranks him here among either the A- 


poſtles or Elders, without the leaſt mention of a- 
ny Dignity or Office diſtinguiſhed from thoſe two. 
And indeed, if St. James had been inveſted with 
ſuch a diſtin& Office, it wou'd have been a very 


unaccountable Omiſſion in the inſpir'd Hiſtorian, 


not to have taken notice of this bright Character and 
eminent diſtinguiſhed Dignity of his (to ſpeak in 


the Author's Strain.) If St. James was in the mo- 


dern Senſe the Biſhop of Jeruſalem, how comes St. 
Luke to commit ſuch a Blunder as to, confound the 
Biſhop, with thoſe Presbyters that were his Clergy 


and Subjects? It ſeems to be with a deſign of avoid- 


ing this Abſudity that Dr. Hammond makes theſe 
Elders to be ſo many Dioceſan Biſhops of Judea, 
St. James being their Metropolitan. But beſides 


that, he makes St. Luke guilty of the ſame Fault, in 
dropping St. James's diſtinguiſhing Title of Metro- 


politan; he never conſiders the Abſurdiry of ma- 


king all of them Non-refidents: For Paul and 
Barnabas found them together at Jeruſalem, with- 


ut any Summons ſent to bring them thither, or 
any Jewiſh Feſtival that ſhou'd occaſion their Con- 


greſs. See Dr. W/nntvy's Paraphraſc on As 15. 


We may eaſily account for the Antient Wri- 
ters calling St. James Biſhop of Feruſalem, be- 
| Fulle 
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4 Reply to Mr. Sturges 2 143 
cauſe they ſuppoſed him conſtant Præſes or Mo- 
derator of the Council of Presbyters there. And 


tho' there is no Evidence of this in the Holy Scrip- 


tures, yet ſuch a Conceſſion will not favor the Di- 
oceſan Cauſe. Such a ſtated Preſidency for Or- 
der- ſake, in the (Conceſſus Presbyterij) Council of El- 
ders in every Church was the Epiſcopacy that ob- 
tained, when the Characters oſ Biſhop and Elders 
came firſt to be diſtinguiſhed, (as we freely own 
they were in Ignatius's time, if the Epiſtles aſcrib'd 


to him be genuine, ) and a late Learned Aritiquary | 


Mr. Baſnage in his Hiſtory of the Jews, dedieated 
to the preſent Biſhop of Mincheſter, has offered an 


ingenious Conjecture, that this early Preſideriey « of 


one as Biſhop in the Bench of Presbyters, had its 
Riſe from the Management of the Jeuiſb Syna- 
gogues. The Paſſage being remarkable, I ſhall re- 
cite it at length. Tis in Book 5. p. 408 =: 


© The Government of the Synagogues ({aith- he) 


hath been often changed. In our Saviour's time 


ors. There were one or two Perſons ſet over 
theſe DoRors. The Preſident and Vice-Preſis 
dent were called the Chiefs of the Synagogue. 
Lightfoot gives this Title to three Perſons who 
were {et over ten Leaders. Tis allo from thence 


A ma a 3 Sa a 


For in the Beginning of every Church, there was 
© 2a certain Number of Prieſts (or Presbyters) or- 


© dered, proportioned to the Number of Chriſtians. 


When the Cities were large, as Jeruſalem and Rome, 


of the Synagogues had but one Head. There 


"6.9 FS A 


Prieſts but that of Preſidency, which was given 


* 


5 . 


they were regulated by a certain Number of Do- 


that the Chriſtian Church has taken its Diſcipline. 


they placed two Biſhops in em: But moſt of the 
Chriſtian Churches had but one Biſhop, as moſt 


was no other Difference put between Biſhops and 


to Age and Merit. Arid therefore ge Names of 
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44 A Reply to Mr. Sturges's Sermons. 
e Biſhops; and Prieſts. are. ſo often confounded. in 
© the Goſpel, as well as among the Jews. All the 
Doctors that took Care of the Synagogue were of 
the ſame Order, and held the ſame Rank. In 
following this Original of Diſcipline which is na- 
© taral, ſince the Fews which are jealous of their 
* Rites, laid the firlt Foundation and Peopling of 


Churches; tis eaſy to take off the Object ion a- 


© gainſt Epiſcopacy which wou'd become difficult 
© by following other Principles. 
No, as to ſuch a meer honorary Preſidency of 
one of the ſame Order and Rank with the other Pres- 
byters in every Church, (tho' it does not appear to 


_— £ 


be of Divine Right) it is ſo far from being the 
Matter of the preſent Debate, that our great Com- 
plaint againſt the Epiſcopacy which our Author 
contends, for, is, that the Dioceſans have deprived 
theſe Senior Presbyters or Biſhops, as well as Col- 
legues in every particular Church of their paſtoral 
Power (which the Apoſtles never did) and by 


Monopolizing it to . themſelves, have occaſio- 


ned the Decay and Corruption of Chriſtan Di- 
{cipline ; and if we ſhould ſuppoſe that the 
Elders of Jeruſalem did allow ſuch an ho- 
norary Preſidency as this to St. James, it was ei- 
ther on the Account of his Character as an Apo- 
file; or they might do ſo on the Account of his 
Relation to and perſonal Converſe with our bleſſed 
Lord; without ſuppoſing him to be of any 
diſtinct Order and Office from themſelves. I am 
ſure, for thoſe whom our Author calls Dividers 
on the Principle of Parity, they offered at the Sa- 
vo0y-Conference, to yield to much more than this, in 
Order to an Accomodation, even to that much 
higher Authority which Archbiſhop Uſer's Model 
reſerves to our Biſhops, inſiſting only on their 
reſtoring the, paſtoral Power of the true proce 

| . | * 
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A Reply to Mr. Sturges's Sermon. 45 


Biſhop; and indeed without the Reſtoration there- 


of, Men may make a loud Noiſe about Church-Go- 


vernment and Diſcipline, but the thing itſelf can 


never be exercis d to any valuable Purpoſe when tis 
engrols'd in ſo large a Diſtrict into one Hand, or 
rather turn'd over to a Lay-Chancellor as the Bi- 
ſhop's Deputy. This Mr. Baxter has unanſwerably 
proved in his Treatiſe of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy. 
34h). Whereas the Author tells us, * that St. Paul 


* ſubmitted himſelf to give an Account to St. James 


© in Council, Aci, Chap. 21. of the Succeſs of his 
« Miniſtry among the Geatiles ; and that they laid 


that expreſs Command upon him, Do therefore 


this that we ſay unto thee, Cc. and he ſo readily 
obeyed ; I cannot upon the ſtricteſt peruſal of the 
Paſlage , ſee any Reaſon for theſe ſtrange Infe- 
rences which the Author would draw from it. 
For why might not St. Paul give St. James and the 
reſt of the Elders of the Church at Feruſalem, an Ac- 
count of his Succeſs in the Converſion of the Gen- 
tiles, without ſuppoſing them to have any Autho- 
rity over him? Or that by giving them ſuch an 
Account he ſubmitted to their Authority? The Au- 
thor may as well ſuppoſe that he recognized the 


Authority of the Brethren over him, to whom he 


made the ſame Narrative: Nay, ſince the Author 
ſuppoſes St. James to be no Apoſtle, and that the 
Elders were in Council with him; does he not 
derogate from the Dignity of the Apoſtolical Chara- 
cter, by ſuppoſing an Apoſtle accountable to a 
Council of Presbyters, and their Chairman or Mo- 
detator, as his Eccleſiaſtical Superiors? Surely our 
Author little conſidered how extravagantly he exalts 
the Power of a Presbytery, when he thus ſubjects 
an Apoſtle to its ſuperior Authority. But whate- 
ver Dioceſan Biſhops may be, Presbyters are too 
modeſt to draw any ſuch abſurd Inference as this 


from 


46 AReplyto Mr. Sturges Sermon, 
from the Apoſltle's Condeſcention and Brotherly Re- 
ſpect, in giving them this Account of his Proceed- 

ings. He needed no other Motive to it when 
he knew it wou'd be highly acceptable to em, to 

hear of that glorious Light of the Goſpel being 


diffus d to thoſe Gentile Nations that before ſat in 


the Region and Shadow of Death. And whereas 
our Author ſaith, that St. James and the Coun- 
cil laid their expreſs Command upon him; now 
therefore do this that we ſay unto thee, &c. and 
d ehe lo readily obeyed. 


I T ſhou'd have thought that he wou'd have much 
better conſulted both St. Paul's credit and theirs by 


ſuppoſing theſe Words to be no more than a friend- 
ly Entreaty or Advice, which the Apoſtle upon the 
Reaſons they offered freely complyed with. I am 
ſure the Expreſſions of the inſpired Hiſtorian im- 
port no more than ſuch a Brotherly Advice. And 
the Apoſtle Paul (who to the Jeus became as a 
Jew, that he might gain the Jews, 1 Cor. 9. 20.) 
may well be ſuppoſed ready to follow it. And 
therefore for our Author to ſuppoſe it an expreſs 
Command, as it leſſens St Paul's Character on the 
one hand; ſo on the other, it argues a ſtrange Pre- 
ſumption in St. James and the Elders of Jeruſalem 
to aſſume ſuch a Dictatorſhip over an Apoſtle him- 
ſelf. But if we ſhou'd allow it to be a Command, 
it ſerves only to prove the ſtated Authority of a 
Presbytery and their Chairman or Moderator; but 
by no means that of a Dioceſan Biſhop. And their 
Authority muſt be (as our Author argues) a ſetled 
Inſtitution indeed, if an Apoſtle thought himſelf o- 
blig'd to ſubmit to it. 
__ 4thly. I wou'd deſire the Author to conſider ſeri- 
ouſly how alien his Language on this Subject is 
from the Simplicity and Humility of the Apoſtoli- 
cal Age. The Apoſtles were indeed once — 
| wit 
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with ſomething of this ambitious Humour, when 


their Minds were tinctured with carnal Apprehen- 
ſions of the Meſſtah's Kingdom; they were 
then full of the Queſtion, who ſhou'd be great- 
eſt? But after our Saviour had read them ſuch a 
Lecture of Humility, and repreſented their Office 


ro them as a Miniſtry, and not a Domination, Mark 


9. 33, 34. &c. Mat. 20. 25. 26. &c. Luke 22. 24, 25. 
&c. and eſpecially after the Holy Spirit had deſcen- 
ded upon them in its eminent Graces as well as 
extraordinary Gifts, we read nothing of Affectati- 
on of pompous Titles and a Di&atorian Power. 
And therefore this ſwelling Language of our Au- 


thor, concerning St. James's Primacy, his See and 


Throne, his Superiority in his own Diſtrict, his 


decretory Speech, his authoritative Style, his Com- 


mands to St. Paul, &c. ſavours much more of the 
Vanity and Pride of the ſucceeding Ages, than of 
the Humility and Self-denial of the truly Primitive. 


1 would recommend to the Author's conſideration, 


that memorable Paſſage of the truly judicious Mr. 
Hales of Eaton. Tis in his Tra& of Schiſm p. 
12 
* Bat that other Head of Epiſcopal Ambition, 
© (faith he) concerning Supremacy of Biſhops in 
© diverſe Sees, one claiming Supremacy over ano- 
ther; as it hath been from time to time a great 
© Treſpaſs againſt the Church's Peace, ſo tis now 
the final Ruin of it; the Eaſt and Veſt thro' the 
Fury of the two prime Biſhops being irremidia- 
bly ſeparated without all Hope of Reconcilement. 
And beſides all this Miſchief, 'tis founded on a 
Vice contrary to all Chriſtian Humility, without 
which no Man ſhall ſee his Saviour: For they 
do but abuſe themſelves and others that woud 
perſwade us, that Biſhops by Chriſt's Inſtitution 
* have any Superiority over other Men, farther 
© than 
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than of Reverence; or that any Biſhop is ſuperi- 


© Saying cuts off certainly all claim of Superiority, ; 
by Title of Chriſtianity, except Men think that 


48 AReply io Mr.Sturges's Sermons. 
or to another, farther than poſitive Order agreed 
© upon among Chriſtians, hath preſcribed ; for we 
© have believed him that hath told us, that in je- 
* ſus Chriſt there is neither High nor Low; and 
© that in giving Honours, every Man ſhou'd be 
© ready to prefer another before himſelf. Which 


© theſe Things were ſpoken only to poor and pri- 
vate Men. Nature and Religion agree in chi : 
that neither of them have an Hand in this He- 
© raldry of Secundum ſub & ſupra. All this comes 
from Compoſition and Agreement of Men among 
* themſelves. Wherefore this Abuſe of Chriſtiani- 


Wy to make it Lacquey to Ambition is a Vice 
c 
or 


which I have no extraordinary Name of Ig- 
© nominy: And an ordinary I will not give it, 
© leſt you ſhou'd take ſo tranſcendent a Vice to be 
© but trivial. And the Remark that Dr. Srillinzs- 
fleet makes on this Paſſage in citing it, is no leſs F 
obſervable, Irenicum, Part 11. Cap. 8. Thus that 
grave and wile Perſon (ſaith he) whoſe Words 
Y k of a more than ordinary Tincture of a 
© true Spirit of Chriſtianity, that ſcorns to make 
© Religion a Foot-ſtool to Pride and Ambition. We 
© ſee plainly he makes all Difference between J 
© Church-Officers to ariſe from Conſent of Par- l 
© ties, and not from any Divine Law. 4 
So much for St. James's being Biſhop of Jeruſalem. |} 1! 
The next Scripture Argument our Author offers F 
is from Timothys being by St. Paul inveſted with d. 
Apoſtolical Power, and conſtituted Biſhop of E- 1 
pheſus. And this his Argument has theſe Defects in it. I 
Firſt, he never diſtinguiſhes between the Power [ 3! 
or Authority peculiar to the Apoſtles, and foun- © 
ded on their extraordinary Inſpiration and that Au- *! 
| thorit7 
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thority common to em with all thoſe Scriptural 


Biſhops or Presbyters that were authoriz d to 
Teach and Rule in the Church | 


2. He alſo begs the Queſtion,as I told M. C—/he 


did, upon this ſame Argument; while he takes it for. 
granted without proof, that the Directions given 


to Timothy were peculiar to him, and not ſtanding 


Directions to all other Paſtors that are authoriz d. 


Teachers and Rulers in the Church ; he may. 
with as good Reaſon pretend, that the Di- 
rections about preaching in ſeaſon and out of 
ſeaſon, Exhorting, Rebuking, Cc. are peculiar to 
him, whereas they are the undoubted Work of 
all ordinary Paſtors, e 
As for 1 Tim. 1. 3. where St. Paul ſaith that he 


left T:mothy at Enheſis, that he might charge ſome | 


that they teach no other Doctrine. i 

How eaſie is it to conceive that Timothy might, as 
one more fully inſtructed in the Doctrine of the 
Goſpel, be left by the Apoſtle at Epheſus when he 
went to Macedonia to charge, or as the Greek Word 
alſo ſignifies, caution other Teachers againſt teach- 
ing any other Doctrine, viz. beſides, or contrary 
to what the Apoſtles taught, without claiming any 


{tated Government over em? The Exhortation al- 


ſo to lay Hands ſuddenly on no Man; does not 
neceſlarily imply, as theſe Gentlemen will needs 


have it, that Ordination was a Work appropriated 
to him; laying on of Hands in Ordination being 
in that very Epiſtle mention'd as the Work of the 
Presbytery. And as for Calvins odd Interpreta- 
tion of the Text, we are no more oblig d to ſtand by 
it than they that urge us with it. Yet for all. that, 


I hope our Author will hot ſay that Calvin was 


againſt Presbyters or Parochial Biſhops Power to 


Ordain. But there is one thing in that Epiſtle 
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50 A Reply to Mr. Sturges Sermons. 
(uperior Order, than all that he or any Man elſe has 
faid from it, does for em; and that is, that the 
Epiſtle only mentions two ſtanding Offices in the 
Church, that of Biſhops and Deacons, and men- 
tions the Character and Qualifications of no other. 
And all ſucceeding Biſhops or Paſtors in the 
Church are as much oblig'd as Timothy to have a 
regard to thofe Qualifications in all future Ordi- 
nations. As for providing a Maintenance for 
the Clergy, and the Widows, that was not Timo- 
thy's ſtated Work; the Directions about it concern 
the Body of the Church or Flock, whoſe Buſineſs 
it was to provide for the Elders that ruPd well, e- 
ſpecially thoſe that labour d in the Word and Doctrine, 
And to provide for Widows that were proper Ob- 
jects of Charity: and Timothy had no other Con- 
cern in it than to lay thoſe Directions before em. 
The Rule alſo about receiving an Accuſation a- 
gainſt an Elder, 1 Tim. 5. 19. is as truly addreſſed 
to the Presbytery of that Church as to Timothy, 
and implies no Authority peculiar to him; it was 
Incumbent on the Author to have proved the con- 
trary, and not begged the Queſtion. 

That the firſt Epiſtle to Timothy was wrote be- 
fore, not after the meeting at Miletus, I could prove 
by many Arguments. But ſince our Author has 
offer d none for his fide of the Queſtion, T ſhall 
content my ſelf to oppoſe to the Judgment of the 
n of Worceſter and Dr. Mills in this 
Caſe, that of Grotius, Hammond and Biſhop Hal, 
and I think I am at leaſt even with him in point 
of Authorities upon this Head. | | 

Our Author ſaith, p. 16. We may well ſuppoſe 
© that Presbyters were ſettled at Epheſus long be- 
© fore Timothy was ſent thither, and we agree 
with him in it. 'Hereupon he queries thus, 
if mere Presbyters had Authority to Ordain, what 
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A Reply to Mr. Sturges: Sertions. 58 
neceſſity was there of ſending Timothy to Ordain 
Elders and Deacons in that Church? To this Þ 
anſwer, it is very plain from many Paſlages in that 
Epiſtle, that the Elders of that Church had been 
faulty, both in the Caſe of Doctrine and Diſci- 
pline before Timothy was ſent thither, as well as 
in the Churches of Crete before Tit was left a> 


mopg em. What Abſurdity then is there in ſup- 


poling that the watchful Apoſtle St. Paul, who had 


ſuch a Care of all the Churches, ſhould ſend or 
leave there two ſuch able and faithful Miniſters as 
Timothy and Titus, to reform what was amiſs, 
to order and ſettle the Affairs of thoſe Church- 
©, and to make a ſufficient Stay among em for 
theſe ends? What Wonder that he ſhou'd write 
to Timothy and Titus while thus employ'd, to give 
em ſuch ample Inſtructions about Ordination and 
Diſcipline, as were not only then ſo neceſſary, but 
to be ſtanding Rules to the Church through all 
Ages? Our Author proſecutes his Objection fur- 
ther and ſaith, When St. Paul ſent for the Elders 
to Miletus, he tells em how ſtrictly they were o- 
blig'd to take heed unto themſelves, and to all the 
Flock over which the Holy Ghoſt had made em 
Biſhops ; but gives em no Directions about Ordi- 
nation, which being of ſuch Conſequence to the 
1 Eſtabliſhment of the Church's Peace, it may ſeem 
'1 ſtrange that he neglected it, if theſe Elders or Bi- 
1 ſhops (for the Apoſtle gives both theſe Titles to 
the ſame Perſons) had a Power to Ordain. To 
which I anſwer, firſt, that the Apoſtle had, not 
long before, writ to Timothy at Epheſus about this 
matter; and it is not to be doubted but Timothy 
had communicated the Apoſtle's Letter to the El- 

ders of that Church. 5 
What neceſſity then was there of his repeating 
the ſame thing to em, (about which he had boy 
2 * 
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delivered himſelf ſo fully) when he gave him his 
Charge at Miletus? Beſides this, ſecondly, theſe 
Presbyter Biſhops had then the Government of the 
Church committed to em, for to feed the Flock, (as 
I provd in the Vindication) includes both Teach- 
ing and Ruling em, and providing alſo for a Suc- 
ceſſion of ſuch as ſhou'd do ſo, as is plain from 


our Lord's Commiſſion to his Apoſtles in which 


Teaching and Baptizing only are mention'd ; ſa 
that when the Apoſtle charg'd 'em to feed the 


Flock, there was no need of his mentioning e- 


very particular Branch of their Office, Now 
let the Reader judge of our Author's full Proof (as 
he calls the Argument I have here anſwered) that 
Timothy was inveſted by the Apoſtle with Authori- 


ty to Govern the Church of Epheſus and Ordain 


fit Perſons ; but that mere Presbyters, (that is, the 
Presbyter Biſhops of Epheſus) had no ſuch Power 
committed to 'em ; that Timothy was left at Ephe- 
firs for a while, to give Inſtructions and Rules re- 
}:ting to ſeveral Branches of the Paſtoral Office, 
is certain, but neither this nor any thing that our 
Author has argued from it, does prove that the 


Presbyters were not before veſted in em; they 


only prove that they needed ſuch Inſtructions and 
ſuch à Helper as Timothy was, to ſet em in the way 
of diſcharging better their Office in the ſeveral 
Branches of it. That Presbyters had Authority 
ro Ordain, is aſſerted in that Epiſtle it ſelf. Timo- 
hy might probably have occaſion to joyn in that 
Work with 'em, during his ſhort abode at Epheſus ; 
and therefore is caution'd againft doing it raſhly ---- 
P. 20. our Author ſaith, that to ſerve a deſperate 
Cauſe, as. he ſuppoſes, I wou'd ſeem to ſuggeſt 
that Timothy received his Ordination from Presby- 
ters, and that the laying on of the Apoſtle's Hands 
was to impart to him ſome Spiritual Gifts and 


Graces, | ] 
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1 here tell him that 1 affirm, that Timothy did 
certainly receive his Ordinatian from Presbyters : 


our Author cannot deny it, and I ownd it 


probable that the Apoſtle joyn d in ordaining him; 


but I ſaid that it was not a clear and neceſſary 


for being ſo treated. 


 - geliſt did conſiſt, and what Acts of Power and 


Conſequence from that Text of his receiving the 
Gift of God by laying on the Hands of the Apoſile. 
This I ſay {till, for all that Mr, S$:--s has offer d to 
the contrary, and I know it is more than he can 


do to prove T:imothy's Ordination by St. Paul with 
the like Clearneſs and Certainty from that Text, 


as his Ordination by Presbyters may and has been 
proved from the other; for beſides that ſome Ex- 
poſitors underſtand by the Gift of God there, thoſe 
Gifts and Graces of the Spirit that qualified him for 


an able and faithful diſcharge of his Office ; be/ides 


that, I will give him one convincing Reaſon for 
what I ſay, viz. It was certain the Apoſtles Hands 
were ſometimes laid on for other Ends than to or- 
dain Perſons to the Miniſtry, but the Presbyters 
Hands never were. Tho' I denied not that St. Paul 
was coneerned in the ordaining Timothy, yet I muſt 
be told of ſerving a deſperate Cauſe, for not al- 
lowing it to be a clear and neceſſary Conſequence 
of that Text, 2 Tim. 1.6. The Reader may from 
this Inſtance ſee how eaſy tis for a grave Author 
to inſult his Adverſary, when there is very little 
Reaſon or Foundation for it, and not to be temp- 
ted to think the worſe of any Perſon or his Cauſe 

Page 21. Our Author is ſurpriz'd that I ſhould 
* make Timothy's being an Evangeliſt, an Objection 


© againſt his being the fixed Biſhop of a particular 


* Charge, as a thing below his Office and Station 
© in the Church; he thinks I ſhould have firſt 
* ſhewed wherein preciſely the Office of an Evan- 
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54 A Reply to Mr. Sturges Sermons, 
Authority thoſe of that Order were commiſſion d 
to exerciſe in the Church“ 5 
Now he himſelf has been ſo kind as to help me 
to do. this, by telling us at the bottom of that 
Page, That the Evangeliſts generally attended on 
the Apoſtles and miniſtred to them ; in this we are 
agreed, 


but the uſe he would make of this Paſſage 


is, That ſeeing the Evangeliſts were inferior to 


the Apoſtles; and the ancient Fathers of the Church 
did not ſcruple (as Euſebius tells us) to ſay that 


St. James was Biſhop of Jeruſalem, and St. Peter 


and St. Paul of Rome, it ſhould therefore not be 
thought a Derogation from the Dignity of an E- 
vangeliſt to be made a Biſhop. Here I have a fair 
Occaſion given me to mind the Reader how little 
we may depend upon the Fragments Euſebius has 
collected and inſerted in his Hiſtory ; with as good 
Reafon you may regard theſe, as you may believe 
that St. James was Biſhop of Jeruſalem, and St. 


Peter and St. Paul of Rome; and yet the main Streſs 


and Dependance of molt of the Arguments in theſe 
' Sermons is laid upon theſe uncertain and impro- 
bable Fragments in Euſebius, and which the Hiſtorian 
himſelf look d upon as ſuch, of which hereafter. 
ow to return: The Office of an Evangeliſt was, 
as I take it, to aſſiſt the Apoſtles in the gathering, 
planting and ſettling of Churches; their Work was 
much the ſame with the Apoſtles, but their Order 
or Office inferior to theirs, being immediately in- 
ſtituted by them, and not inveſted nor endued 
with all the Apoſtolical Powers; they were 
willingly and readily ſubje& to the Apoſtles, and 
obey d their Dictates and Directions: And if this 
was the Office of an Evangeliſt, then it was plain- 
ly inconſiſtent with that of a Biſhop, that ſhould 
rake any particular Church for his ng Charge. 
The latter Office obliges to an ordinary fixed Reſi- 
f dence 
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dence among a particular Flock, which is incom- 
patible with an itinerant Miniſtry. Philip was 
moſt probably advanced to a higher Order, when 
made an Evangeliſt. The two Apoſtles ſent to 

Samaria laid their Hands on thoſe baptiz d, not co 

confer the ſanctifying Grace, but the extraordina- 
ry Gifts of the Holy Spirit; this Power and that 

of conſtant extraordinary Inſpiration the Evange- 
liſts had not, and therefore were inferior to the 
Apoſtles in Authority. It was uſual with the an- 
cient Writers to call a Man Biſhop of ſuch a 
Church, where for a time he exerciſed ordinary 
Branches of the Paſtoral Office. But Perer an 
Paul had not purſued the Ends of the ApoſtoReal 
Commiſſion, if inſtead of preaching the Goſpel 
to all Nations, in order to the planting and ferthh 
Churches, they had confined their Labours to an 
particular Church as their ſtared Charge and Care. 
Timothy and other Evangelifts perform'd the Duty 
of ordinary Paſtors or Biſhops, during their ſhort 
abode in Places to which they were fent, but 
cou'd not undertake the fixed Government and 

Care of em, without defeating the Ends of their 

IJ itinerant Miniſtry, To plant and ſerttle Churches 

Vas a more difficult and honourable Work than to 

teach and rule them when planted and ſettled, and 

on that account the Dignity of an Evangeliſt was 
greater than that of a Biſhop. © 

And fince our Author has exprefs'd à good Li- 
king to Mr. Baxter's Judgment in one Inſtance, 
who knows but he may have ſome Regard to it in 
another? I ſhall therefore lay before him that great 

Man's Thoughts of this Matter in his Paraphraſe 

on the New Teſtament ; firſt Chapter of the E- 

piſtte to Tit, the fifth Verſe, For this Cauſe t I 

1 thee in Crete, that thou /howldeft ſet in order the 

Things that are wanting, and ordain Elders in every 

City» 
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City, at I had appointed thee, he has the following 
Note, That Titus is not ſaid to be ſettled in Crete 


- as their e but left there in his Tra- 
i 


<.,yels, to ſettle fixed Biſhops. The Scriptures tell 
us that Timothy and Titus were itinerant Evange- 
« liſts that went about where Paul ſent em, to 
plant and ſettle Churches; but the plain Truth 
Is, that the Apoſtles and ſuch Evangeliſts as 
© theſe, where-ever they came, had as great Au- 
c thority as any mere Biſhops, and more, and 
« that they ſtayed in ſome Countries longer than 


in others to ſettle the Churches; and that the 


Churches after their Age thought it an Honour 


to be their Charge, and ſo call'd them their Bi- 


© ſhops ; in which Senſe one Apoſtle might have 
twenty or forty Biſhopricks, as he planted and 
© ſettled ſo many Churches; but none of em were 
© Biſhops fixed and confined to one Church, as 
© thoſe ufually called Biſhops then were; ſo that 
© to controvert whether Peter, Paul, Timothy, Titus 


and Luke were Biſhops, is a mere ignorant Strife 


© de nomine, about the Name ; while we are, or 
« eaſily may be, agreed of the Thing, what Work 
© for thole Churches they performed ; they were 
« Biſhops convenienter, tranſient from Church to 
Church; but he degradeth them, that feigneth 
© them affixed to any one, as their ſole and pro- 
© per Flock. But if Mr. Baxter's Judgment be not 
much valued - by our Author, I ſuppoſe Mr. Dod- 
well 's is, who affirms alſo, That the Office of 
Timothy and Titus was not fixed with Reſpect to 
Epbeſus and Crete, but that they were itinerant 


Miſſionaries, which he proves as to Timothy, 
from St. Paul's beſeeching him to abide at Epheſm, 


and the Argument is certainly good; for if Ephe- 
ſus was Timethy's ſtated Charge, what occaſion 
was there for beſeeching him to abide there ? So ar- 

guss 
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gues it alſo from 7imorhy's being commanded to do 
the Work of an Evangeliſt, (an Argument that 
would not paſs coming from me, may * it will 
go down with dur Author better from Mr. Dod- 
well) and from his frequent Journies with St. Paul. 
And as to Titus he affirms, That many Places teach 
us that he was St. Pauls Companion in his Tra- 
vels, and that he was no more confined to any one 
Place than St. Paul himſelf was. Dodwell's Paræ- 
ui JE..10-þ $0. 41-., AE 

And the ſame learned Man affirms, That there 
were no proper Biſhops in the Apoſtolical Age; 
nor till after the firſt Century was ended; but Gr- 
dinations and Church- Government were perform'd 
during that Time, by Miſſionaries from the Church 
of Jeruſalem, which was for that Age the Metro- 
politan Church of the whole Chriſtian World. 


Thus we ſee, according to Mr. Dodwell, that Ti- 
mot iy and Titus were no Biſhops. 


Dr. Hammond was of Opinion, that the ders 
of Epheſus and thoſe that Titus ordained in Crete 
were truly Biſhops, and had all Epiſcopal Power ; 
if either he or Mr. Dodwell were in the right, our 
Author is certainly in the wrong in making em 
mere Presbyters, and Timothy and Titus their fixed Bi- 
ſhops ; and a preſent learned Expoſitor, Dr. }/hit- 
by, in his Preface to the Epiſtle to Titus aſſerts, 
That if by ſaying Timothy and Titus were Biſhops, 
the one of Ebbe the other of Crete, we under- 
© ſtand that they took upon em theſe Churches ot 
Dioceſes, as their fixed and peculiar Charge, in 
* which they were to preſide for Term of Life, I 
© believe that Timothy and Titus were not then Bi- 
© ſhops : And he proves that Titus did not continue 
there, but that having done the Work the Apoſtle 
aſſign d him in that Station, he recall'd him the 
very next Lear. Thus I _ largely confidered 
Shs | our 
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id thew'd 


our Author's Arguments from Timotiy, 


the Reader how ſeveral learned Men of the E- 


piſcopal Side differ from him, or rather he from 
them, as& this Inſtance and how they are divid- 
ed among themſelves about the Ways that are ta- 
ken to defend the ſuperior 8 . 

The Inſtance of Titus which he next produces, 
is but lightly touch d upon by our Author, for he 
knows it muſt have the ſame Fate with the former, 


»” 


and ſtand or fall with it. 5 
1 now proceed to conſider the laſt Inſtance he 
mentions, viz. That of the Angels of the ſeven 
Churches of Alia; and as to this our Author tells 
us, p. 24. That the Angels ef theſe Churches were 
— 08 he builds his Argument from this In- 
- Nance. Now this, I muſt tell him, is but begging 
the Queſtion ; for fince it is certain that this Mat- 


ter has been controverted between thoſe that con- 


tend for and againſt Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, he ought 
to hade provd his own Aſſertions, and not have 
ſaid a thing cannot be deny'd, which he . muſt 
know (if he knows almoſt any thing of his Argu- 
ment) is not only denied, but has had ſolid Argu- 
ments offered to diſprove it by ſeveral learned 
Men. I can tell him of ſome Epiſcopal Men 
themſelves that have denied it; the great 
Champion of their Cauſe, Mr: Dodwell, who 
has taught the Party to lay the Peace and Amity 
of the Chriſtian Church upon the Divine Right of 


Prelatical, Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, owns that the 


whole Churches of the Lydian or Preconſular 4fia, are 
to be underftood by the myſtical Repreſentation 


in the Apocalypſe, and that the Reaſon why St. 
"Joly, confined his Number to Seven, is not that 


©by Any Geographical Diſtinction thoſe ſeven 
" 3 » 5 

Cities were incorporated into a Body more than 
1 8 © others 


le Perſons, cannot be denied ; and upon this 
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* others. of that Province, but that he had a parti- 


F cular. Regard to the Number of the ngels of 


* the Preſence. (Dodw. on Prieſthood, Chap. 12. Se. 2.) 
What he .means by that you may land by 
the next Quotation. (Parænes, Se, 10. p. 39, 40.) 
There he denies thoſe Angels to have been the Bi- 
ſhops or the fixed Presbyteries of thoſe Churches, 


and ſuppoſes em to have been the itinerary Legates 


ſent from Jeruſalem anſwering to the ſeven Spirits, 
4. 10. that are the Eyes of the Lord which run to 


and fro thro the whole Earth, 1 confeſs I look upon 


Mr. Dodwel?s Senſe of this Matter as mere Fancy, 
— to have nothing of Truth or Reaſon in it; 

ut I mention it to let the Reader ſee, that what 
our Author ſaith cannot be denied, is denied by 
one for whom he has undoubtedly a very great 
Value; and another learned Man of very great 
Worth denies it, Dr. Heary More; who in his Ex- 


| poſition of the ſeven Epiſtles to the ſeven Church» 
es owns,. © That by Angels, according to the A- 
< pocalyptick Stile, all the Agents under their Pre- 


© {idency. are repreſented or inſinuated, and that 
F this is ſo frequent and obvious in the Apocalypſe, 
* that none that is verſed therein can any ways 
© doubt of it; wherefore Chriſt's writing to the 


Angel of the Church of Epheſus in this myſtical 
* Senſe, is his writing to all Biſhops and Paſtors, 


and Chriſtians in the firſt Apoſtolical Interval of 
the Church. Now our Author, to make any 
thing out for his Purpoſe from this Inſtance, ſhou'd 
both have prov'd that the Angels were the particu- 
lar fixed Biſhops of thoſe Churches, and that thoſe 
Churches were Dioceſan ones; neither of which 
has he attempted, nor will ever be able to prove. 
Agreeably to Dr. More's Senſe, juſt abovemention- 
ed, ſeveral learned Men ſuppoſe thoſe Epiſtles di- 
rected to the Catholick Church in ſeven ſucceſſive 

H 2 Periods, 
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60 A Reply to Mr. Sturges's Sermng. 
Periods, and muſt therefore by the Angel under- 
ſtand all the Paſtors of the Church in thoſe ſeven 
ſucceſſive Periods. Dr. Hammond, tho he take the 
Angel of each of thoſe Churches to mean a fingle 
Perſon, yet he will not have it to mean a Biſhop 
but a Metropolitan, becauſe he does not allow 
that there were any mere Presbvters at that Time. 
Indeed the whole Strain of the ſeveral Epiſtles, 
as many have made appear by examining the Par- 
ticulars of em, do more plainly ſhew that it is a 
collective Body than a ſingle Perſon that is ſpoke 
to in em: And Beza's Interpretation here is a 
_ probable one, and does not at all contradict this. 

s To the Angel, (ſaith he) that is, to the Preſident, 

* whom indeed it behoved in the firſt Place ro be 
© admoniſhed concerning theſe Matters, and by 
him the reſt of the Collegues, and ſo the whole 
Church. Now, in my poor Opinion, the great 
Variety of learned Mens Judgments about this 
Paſſage does ſhew at leaſt how inconcluſive the 
Arguments drawn from theſe Angels is to favour 
the Cauſe of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy ; eſpecially if 
we conſider further, that ſuppoſing they were ſingle 
Perſons, there is not the leaſt mention or Intima- 
tion in all the Epiſtles, that they had a Power of 
Ordination or Juriſdiction above and without their 
Presbyters, if they had any. And as for our Au- 
chor's arguing that they had, p. 25. becauſe the 
Presbyters are not mentioned with them, and e- 
qually charged with the Blame of thoſe Miſcarria- 
ges, and demanding the Reaſon why they were 
not, if they ſhar' d in the Guilt of thoſe Diſorders ; 
which they did, if they had Authority and neglect- 
ed to redreſs em: To this, Beza's Interpretation, 
juſt now mentioned, affords a good Anſwer, viz 

That it was fitting that the Preſident ſhould in 
the firſt Place be admoniſhed of thoſe Matters, 
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and the reſt of the Collegues by him; but if 
this were not ſatisfactory, let the Author remember 
that I have only been ſuppoſing the Angels of 
thoſe Churches ſingle Perſons, and each of 'em to 
have had Presbyters to aſſiſt him in his Charge, 
not granted it as a thing I have been by Argument 
compelled to. Thus I have gone thro' our Au- 
thor's Arguments from Scripture, and leave the 
Reader to judge of the Force of 'em. I ſhall now 
take a ſhort View of thoſe he produces from Anti- 


quity ; but ler me firſt advertiſe the Reader, that I 


abhor his Preamble to em, p. 26. where he ſaith; 
© Thar even the Canon of Scripture itſelf, as it is 
« derived to us from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, can- 
not be eſtabliſhed upon more ſolid and convin- 


© cing Proots than this Truth he contends for, 


that is, The Divine Right of Prelatical, Dioceſan 
* Epiſcopacy. Far is our Author from the Mind of 
the great Chillingworth, who confeſſes, © That he ſaw. 
« plainly and with his qwn Eyes, Councils againſt 


« Councils, ſome Fathers againſt others, the ſame. 


- 


Fathers againſt themſelves, a Conſent of Fathers 
of one Age againſt a Conſent of Fathers of an- 
other Age, and the Church of one Age againſt 
the Church of another Age; and therefore he 
could find no Reſt for the Sole of his Foot, but 
upon this Rock only, viz. the Scripture. _ 


And to the ſame purpoſe another great Divine 
of the Church of England Dr. Sherlock, teaching 
| | Proteſtants how to defend themſelves againſt the 
enſnaring Artifices of Popiſh Prieſts, ſpeaks thus. 


The Scripture is all of a piece, every part of it 


I agrees with the reſt. The Fathers many times 
contradict themſelves and each other: and if 


© Men differ about the Senſe of Scripture, they 


differ much more about Fathers and Councils. 
He adviſes unlearned Proteſtants to tell thoſe 


* wha 
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* who urge them with the Authority of Fathers 
- and Councils, that they do not pretend to any 
„Skill in ſuch Matters, and hope it is not requir'd 
of em: That the Holy Scriptures is the Rule of their 
Faith, not Fathers and Councils. If they had read the 


Fathers, they ſhou'd believe them uo farther than what © 


they taught was agree able to. Scripture. [Sherlock's Pre- 
ſervative againſt Popery, Part I. Chap. 2. Sect. 3] 
Obſerve how theſe great Men agreed in their Sen- 
timents about theſe Matters, and how much our 
. and the Church Men of that Party differ 
from em. To which let me add a like Obſer- 
vation of the learned and judicious le Clerc, in his 
Supplement to Dr. Hammond's Annotations on that 
Epiſtle to Titus, ſpeaking of the Diſpute about E- 
e theſe Words. 

The Teſtimonies of the Antients about this 
© Matter, who judged raſhly of the Times of the 
© Apoſtles by their own, and ſpake of them in the 
© Language of their own Age, are of little Moment; 
© and do no more prove that Titus was Biſhop of 


© the Ifland of Crete, than what Dr. Hammond ſays 
c proves him to have been dignified with the Title 


of an Archbiſhop. 


9 E 


fay they are not of comparable certainty, nor 
2 8 be taken into the Rule of Faith: and 1e 
lerc ſays, they are of little Moment; and I ſhall be 


of their Mind, till I ſee more cauſe to alter my O- 
pinion than ever I did yet. 


Our Author and the Men of his way would 
have us believe, that the Teſtimony of [raneus, 
Euſebizs, Mc, are of equal certainty, and as much 
to be depended upon as St. Luke's Hiſtory of the 
Acts of the Apoſtles, or the Hiſtorical Paſſages in | | ' 
the Apoſtolical Epiſtles. Chillingworth and Sherlock 


Our Author tells us, p. 26. That we learn from f 


Clemens Alexandrinus, as quoted by Euſebius, that : | 
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to Epheſus, and at the Requeſt of the Chriſtians 
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t St. John, after his return. from Baniſhment came 


© there, went to the neighbouring Provinces and 
< appointed Biſhops, or formed new Churches, or 
« ſet apart Men to the Miniſtt x. 
What a wonderful proof is this of our modern 
Epiſcopacy ? Why did notour Author ſhew where 
Clemens Alexaudrinus tells us, that St. Johns Biſhops 
were Dioceſan ones ; or different trom the Biſhops 


1 with Deacons mention d by Clemens Romans (a 


much earlier Writer than the other) as ſettled in 
City and Country by other Apoſtles ; or from 
thoſe Presbyrers at Corinth, whom Clemens ſpeaks 
of as veſted in the Epiſcopal Office? | = 

Qur Author's next Argument is from Trenam s 
ſaying, © We can give a Catalogue of thoſe who 
are conſtituted Biſhops in the ſeveral Churches 
by the Apoſtles and their Succeſſors to our time. 

As to this, I deſire the Reader to note, that the 


Traditions that were in the antient Church about 


the Succeſſion of Biſhops, is but a perplex d and 
uncertain piece of Hiſtory, in which among the 


4 Records of ſeveral Churches there are ſeveral Con- 
tradictions found, and this the Defenders of Epiſ- 
copacy themſelves do many of em acknowledge. 


And to let you ſee how little /renam's Judgment 


about Traditions is to be relied on, I ſhall give 


you one Inſtance of a palpable Miſtake which he 


. relates for an Apoſtolical Truth, handed down to 
in 
ck | | © fortieth and near the fiftieth Year of his Age 
or | 
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em by Tradition, viz. © That Chriſt was paſt his 


* when he ſuffer d: and that the Elders that were 
© with John in Afia, teſtified that they had that 
* by Tradition from John himſelf. Jren. lib. 2. c. 
© 39. 40. | - 

But if Jrenæus s traditional Teſtimonies were ne- 


m | ver ſo good and unexceptionable, they make no- 
ar i 
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thing 
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ching againſt us; for, as was obſerv'd before he 
; wa s in the Stile of the Apoſtolical Age, of Bi- 

ps and Presbyters as bearing the ſame Office: for 
as in his Diſputes with Hereticks, he in ſome 
Places appeals to the Chriſtian Doctrine, as hand- 
ed down from the Apoſtles to their Age by a Suc- 
ceffion of Biſhops, ſo he in other places ſpeaks of 
it as done by a Succeſſion of Presbyters ; as in the 
Paſlage I had occaſion to mention before. © We 
© ought, ſaith he, to obey thoſe Presbyters that 


© are in the Churches, that have their Succeſſion 


from the Apoſtles, as we have ſhewn, who with 
© the Succeſſion of Epiſcopacy have receiv'd the 
© certain Grace of Truth. LLib. 4. cap. 43. 

And upon this Paſſage the learned Sillingfleet has 
this obſervable Remark, viz. What ſtrange Con- 


fuſion muſt this raiſe in any one's Mind, that ſeeks 


for a Succeſſion of Epiſcopal Power over Presby- 
ters from the Apoſtles by the Teſtimony of Jrenæus, 
when he ſo plainly attributes both the Succeſſion 
to Presbyters and the Epiſcopacy too, which he 
ſpeaks of. Irenic. p. 307. 

Our Author goes on to tell us, © That St. Ig- 


natim ſucceeded Evodius in the Epiſcopal See of 


* Antioch. Which Evodizs, as that Hiſtorian tells 
as, was the immediate Succeſſor of St. Peter. Here 


I] defire the Reader to take Notice that this Ac- | 
count is contradicted by two eminent Fathers, 
 Chryſoftom and Theodoret, who affirm that Ignatius 
ſucceeded immediately nor to Evodius but to St. 
Peter himſelf. You ſee by this, for one Inſtance, 
how little the Traditions of the antient Church 
are to be relied on, and how very unjuſt it is to 
make any compariſon between the truth and cer- © 
rainty of theſe and of the Scripture. For as to 
this Inſtance, we are ſure that one of the relations 
of this Matter is falſe ; and who can pretend t 0 be | 

ure 
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ſure that the other is true? For my part I am fully 
perſwaded they are both falſe, as I am that St. Pere 
never was properly the Biſhop of Autioch, Rome, or 
any other Place; becauſe it was utterly inconſiſtent” 
with the Apoſtolical Office tö have any Church 
or See for their particular ſtated Charge, as Dr. 
Barrow has made out unanſwerably againſt the Pa- 
4 fene Now as to Ignatius, ſuppoſing thoſe ſix or 
| ſeven Epiſtles aſcrib d to him by Pearſon, Uſher and 
'] others, to be really his, and to be ſuch as he left 
em; it muſt then be own'd he ſpeaks often of 
| Biſhops and Presbyters diſtintly. But here let 
the Reader obſerve, it remains {till to be prov'd 
that they were diſtin& Orders, and that to ordain 
and govern the Church was the Biſhop's Peculiar, 
and that the Presbyters had nothing to do with 
theſe Things. This our Author ſhou'd have prov'd; 
and have few d, as I deſired in the Vindication, 
where in thoſe Epiſtles it is ſaid that the Presby- 
ters were ſubjet to the Biſhop, as the Deacons 
are there ſaid to be to the Biſhop and Presbyters ; 
it is plain from ſeveral places in thoſe Epiſtles, 
that the Ignatian Presbyters had a ſhare in the Go- 
vernment of the Church. f 
As in his Epiſtle to the Epheſians it is ſaid, that 


© being ſubject to your Biſhop and bis Presbytery, 
4, © ye may be wholly and throughly ſanctified. And 
„ | © again, obeying your Biſhop and his Presbytery with 
2s | © efitire AﬀeRtion. And in the Ep. ro Mages ? So 
t. neither do ye any thing without your Biſhop and 
e, © Presbyters, and to the like purpoſe in other places. 


h We take the Ignatian Biſhop to have been the pri- 
o ms Presbyter, or c, as the Antients long af- 
ter Ignatius s time call'd the Biſhbp, that is, the 
o Preſident of the Presbytery, one to whom was gi- 

ven ſome Eminence of Honour and Maintenance 

above his Fellow Presbyters, or Collegues, as they 
were 
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were often call'd. Let dur Adverſaries ſhew us 
where there is any plain mention or fairintimation 
in the Inatian Epiſtles of an Imparity among the 
Paſtors of that Church, or diſtin&ion 6f Otder be- 
tween the Biſhop and his Presbyters, or any o- 


ther difference than between the Rector of a large 


Pariſh and his Aſſiſtant-Curates. And even this 


Exaltation of one Presbyter in a Church above the 


reſt, appears to have been but of Eccleſiaſtical and 
not Apoſtolical Inſtitution; for there's nothing 
that favours it in thoſe moſt early Writings of 
Clemens Romanus and Polycarp. And Mr. Dodwell 
himſelf owns till the beginning of the ſecond Cen- 


tury, a little before Inatius's Epiſtles were writ, 


it was not in the Church ; and this Reaſon he 
gives why the Power of the Biſhop, and Obedi- 
ence to the Biſhop was ſo much urg d and inſiſted 
on in thoſe Epiſtles, even becauſe it was a n 


| thing in the Church. His Words are, © That WR 9 


© new Rights of Power of the Biſhop ſhou'd be 
© moſt vigorouſly aſſerted, for when that Power 


© was firſt devolved upon the Biſhops, which was 


a thing formerly unknown in the Church, it was 
* neceflary it ſhou'd be urg'd and eſtabliſh'd, even 
© ſo preflingly as he there ſuppoſes it to be in Ina- 
* tius s Epiſtles. Dodw. Parenæſ. Sect. 25. p. 105, 
106. | ILY 

And now if this Account may paſs, let the Read- 


er judge what occaſion there was for Mr. Cantrel 
and Mr. Sturges with an inſulting Air to call upon 


ns to ſhew when this Change was made, from the 


Church being govern d by the Common Council + 
of Presbyters, as it certainly was in the Apoſtoli- 
cal Age, to its being govern'd by Biſhops ; when 
they might ſo eaſily have learnd it from their 
Friend Mr. Doduell and if Mr. Dodwell be in the 
right that the Government of the Church by Bi- 

ſhops 
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Century, but a very few Years before the writin 1 
of [guatius's Epiſtles, then it is impoſſibie to prove' 


the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy from thoſe E- 
piſtles. Beſides, it has been płov'd by ſeveral 


learned Men, and particularly by Mr. Boyſe in his 
clear Account of the ancient Epiſcopacy, that the ua- 
zian Biſhop, though he had ſeveral Presbyters'to 
aſſiſt him, was but a Congregational one, or had 
the Care of ſo many Chriſtians only as could aſſem- 
ble in one Place for Divine Worſhip, and commu- 
nicate at one Altar; and that he claim'd no Supe- 
riority of Order above his Com-Presbyters ; who 
appear not by any thing in thoſe Epiſtles to have 
been any otherwiſe ſubje& to him than Curates to 
Pariſh ReQors, that have the chief Care of the 
Congregations over which they preſide; But if 
our Adverſaries were able to prove the contrary 
concerning the Inatian Biſhops, it wou'd only fol- 
low that it was an early deviation from the Con- 
ſtitution of Churches in the Apoſtles and Clem. Ro- 
manu s time. And after all the Purgations they 
have receiv'd from them that have publifh'd the 
moſt correct Editions of the Ruatian Epiſtles, there 
are too many immoderate unguarded Expreſſions 
{till found in em, to ſuffer em to paſs with me for 
the pure uncorrupt Writings of that Holy Primi- 
tive Biſhop and Martyr, as 'in the Epiſtle to the 
Smyrneaans, it is ſaid, whatſoever the Biſhop approves 
is acceptable to God. | e 

Does not this come near the Biſhop of Rome's 
pretention to Infallibility? And elſewhere tis ſaid, 
My Soul, for ſuch as obey the Biſhop, Presbyters and 
Deacons. The Doctrine of an implicit Faith and 
Obedience as due to the Clergy was a very early 
one it ſeems by theſe Epiſtles ; but the Apoſtle 
Paul taught the Diſciples * his time another ſort 
| i 


A Reply ta Mr. Sturges's Sermons. 67 


' ſhops was not ſet up till the beginning of the ſecond 


of Doctrine; Be ye Followers of me, even as J alſo am 
f Chriſt, 1 Cor. 13. 1. And about the Duty and | 

awfulneſs of Things he directs, that every one le 
fully per waded in his own Mind. 


oy 
2 
Ho: 


— 


f the twelve Inatian Epiſtles publiſhed in 


7 7 


Greek and Latin at Paris in the Year 1562. Archbi- 
ſhop Uſer altogether diſcards fix as ſpurious, and 
of the other ſix that he publiſhed at Oxford in 1644. 
he looks upon none of em to be purely uncorrupt 
and genuine. : | 
The next Authority we are urg'd with, p. 29, 
is that of Hege/ippus, who Euſebius relates in his 
Voyage to Rome had converſed with many Bi- 
© ſhops. Here let the Reader take Notice, that we 
are far from denying that there were Biſhops in the 
Primitive Church from the 2 Days; but 
when gur Adverſaries read or ſpeak of ſuch, it is 
with a Notion that they were of the Engliſh Spe- 

Cies, and this we deny. Now if our Author wou' d 

= have provd any thing from ehre he ſhoud 
| prov d. his Biſhops to have been Dioceſan ones; 

= which he has not attempted to do. But moreover, 
= Hege/ippus himſelf is not by learned Men eſteemed 
of any great Credit. And as for Lyomfiu,s wri- 
ting Catholick Epiſtles, this is no evidence that 

his ordinary Paſtora] Labours were not confin d 

to the Church of Corinth. The Paſtor of any par- 

ticular Church aſſum' d ſuch a Liberty when occaſi- ; 
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on offer d; eſpecially thoſe planted in great Cities, 
and who were of eminent repute for Learning. So, 
for other Biſhops after mention'd, our Author 
ſhou'd have provd em Dioceſan ores. The ut- he 
moſt that can be made of his Argument is, that 


the Name of Biſhop was then appropriated to the - 
chief Paſtor in each particular Church. ſat 


P. zo. Our Author tells us he had intimated be- er 
fore, that Titus was conſtituted Biſhop of Crete by 3 
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St. Paul, and 1 haye intimated before that he was 
not, and have prgduc'd My, Dodwell and Dr. hit. 
by intimating the ſame thing; whatever Euſebius 
(whoſe Sayings are not ſo oracular with me as 


they are with Mr. Sturges) may have ſaid to the 


contrary. Nor does Euſebius mention any ſingle 
Perſon as ſucceeding Tijus in the Government of 
all the Churches in Crete. iis „ 5 
As for Pohcrates, perhaps he might be the chief 
Paſtor of the Church gf Epheſus after Timothy had 
perform 'd his temporary Service there, and in that 
looſe Senſe he mention d as his Succeſſor. But as 


Timothy never had any ſtated Government over 


either the Presbyter Biſhops or Church of Epheſus, 
as I have largely ſhew'd before, ſo none could 
properly ſucceed him therein. The Accounts of 
the AFs of the Apoſtles, that are much more un- 

ueſtionable Records than Euſebius's Hiſtory, aſ- 
— us that the Apoſtle Paul committed the 


Government of that Church not to any ſingle Per- 


ſon, but to ſeveral Presbyter Biſhops. And Euſe- 


bius himſelf owns, (this I deſire the Reader to take 


good notice of) that they had no certain Accounts 
of theſe Matters but what were derived from 
the Apoſtolical Writings. From this it appears, 
that he himſelf did not certainly believe all the 
Records and Traditions that he inſerted in his 
Hiſtory. Neither, as I think, does Mr. Sturges 
himſelf believe 'em; what does he think of the 
Story of Abgarus's Letter to our Saviour, and our 
Saviour's Anſwer to him, which Euſebius tells us 
he had faithfully rranſlated out of the Syriack Lan- 
guage, as he found em in the Archives of Edeſſa; 
and other as incredible Stories publiſh'd by the 
ſame Hiſtorian ? If Mr. Sturges will ſay he believes 


em, I muſt ſay he has even Faith enough to make 


a Fapiſt. And yet the main or whole Streſs of his 
Argue 


'* 
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rguments is laid upon the Teſtimonies of Euſe- 
bius's Hiſtory t and he wou'd have us take em to 
be of as good Credit as the Canon of Scripture. 
But Evuſebius, on whom he ſo much relies, was not 


of that Mind himſelf. As for what our Author 
| obſerves from the Apoſtolical Canons, that a Bi- 


ſhop ſhou d not be ordained: by leſs than. two Bi- 
ſhops, but a Presbyter might by öfe. We deny 
not that in the third Century there was ſome di- 
ſtinction between the Biſhop and his Presbyters, 
that he had ſame Honour and Privileges above 


em, that the Church was look d upon to be eſpe- 


cially the Biſhop's Charge, and he a Perſon of ſu- 
perior Merit to his Presbyters for Learning, Wiſ⸗ 
dom and Piety, as between a Pariſh Rector and 
his Curates: and therefore that greater Care might 
be taken about admitting him to his Charge, 
the Church might conſtitute or appoint, that two 
Biſhops at leaſt ſhou'd be concern d in his Ordi- 
nation ; but we deny the inference that therefore 


the Biſhop was of a ſuperior Order. But if this 


made really againſt us, why ſhould our Author 
expect that we ſhould be determined by thoſe Ca- 
nons in one Caſe, when he himſelf wou'd not be 
content to be determined by 'em in another? and 


I é am confident I coud name ſuch a Caſe. And 


ſince our Author upon this occaſion names Mr. 
Whiſton, I ſhall take leave to mind him, that that 
learned Man, as great a value as he has for the 
Apoſtolical Canons and Conſtitutions, has thought 
good to vindicate the Ordination and Miniſtry of 
the Engliſh Diflenters as valid and lawtul, and af- 
firms that otherwiſe there is no ſuch thing at this 
Day in the Chriſtian World, and I have not heard 
that his Book has yet met with an Anſwer. 

P. 33, 34. Our Author makes a great Wonder 
of it that there ſhou'd be ſuch a Change in the 
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A Reply to Mr. Sturges 's Sermons. 71 
SGovermnment of the Church by a Parity of Paſtors, 
or the Common Council of Presbyters, into a Go- 
vernment by Biſhops with their Presbyters, and 

this obtain ſo univerſally without any complaint 
made of the innovation, or any oppoſition made 
do it. I anſwer, if indeed the Change had been 
from particular Parochial Churches, governti'd by 
their proper Biſhops, Paſtors or Presbyters, to the 
gathering fifty or a hundred of theſe Churches into 
dne Dioceſan Church, and the Government of 
them put into the Hands of one Man called their 
4 Biſhop, and the Pariſh Biſhops diveſted of the Pow- 
ers they had exercisd and made only Curates to 
the Dioceſans, to officiate in their ſeveral Charges 
by Authority derived from him, then it had been 
matter of Wonder that the Chriſtian World had 
EY agreed to, or not been ſurpriz d with 
ſuch a Change; that it cou'd ſteal ſilently (as our 
Author ſpeaks) into the Church, and no body be 
aware of at. And when our Author has prov'd 
from Inatius, Polycarp, Juſtin, Martyr, Irenans, and 
Tertullian, that this was the State of the Church 
in their time (in which Age the generality of Pro- 
teſtants ſuppoſe, and Mr. Doduell was of the ſame 
Mind, that eminent Epiſcopacy had its riſe) we 
will then wonder along with him, at fo prodigi- 
ous a Change and ſo little Notice taken of it: for 
ſure we are, there was no ſuch thing in the Apo- 
ſtolical Age, nor during the firſt Century. FJerom's 
Account of the Matter, who liv'd nearer thoſe 
times, and was better acquainted with the pure 
: Writings of thoſe Fathers of the ſecond Century 
juſt now mention'd, than we can be ſure- we are, 
ſeems to be the plain Truth, that the Presbyters 

of each particular Church agreed to advance ſome 
one of their own Number to ſome Power and Pri- 
vileges above the reſt, and to appropriate to = 

| the 
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the Title of Biſhop ; and that this was done ſoon 
after the Apoſtolical Age by 4 general Agreement, 
as a Remedy againſt Schiſms: and this itſelf he 
aſcribes to no higher an original than the Cuſtom 
of the Church, diſclaiming any divine Inſtitution 
for it. . And in this his Friend and Contemporary 
St. Auſtin agrees with him, hen he aſſerts the Su- 
periority of Biſhops above Presbyters to be accord- 
ing to the Names of Honour which the Cuſtom of 
the Church had then brought in. Ep. 19. ad Hieron. 
As Chriſtians and Chriſtian Aſſemblies multiplied, 
the Biſhops encreas'd their Power, enlarg'd their 
Borders, and entrench'd upon the Presbyters, and 
| with the encreaſe of their Wealth arid Power their 
Ambition eticreas'd, and the World was ſet in a 
| flame by 'em, till the Matter came to that ſhameful 
Antichriſtian Conteſt between the Biſhops of Reme 
and Conſtantinople for the utiiverſal Headſhip and 
Supremacy, wherein the former 'prevail'd, and the 
woful bitter Conſequences of it, Millioris of the 
beſt Chriſtians, thto' the long Tra& of many hun- 
dred Years, have groan'd under. The Change from 
that Way of governing the Church in the Apoſtolical 
_— - Age to what it came to before the Third Century 
E was out, (eſpecially in the Fourth ard Fifth) was 
= gradual and not by a running Jump, as our Author 
= ſeems to ſuppoſe ; the Presbyters Power was con- 
4 ſiderably kept up, after they had agreed to advance 
one of their Number in every Church where there 
was a Plurality of Presbyters, through the ſecond 
and third Century. Cyprian oft declared, how he 
would do nothing in Church Affairs, but in Con- 
cert with his Presbyters, and calls them his Com- 
presbyters, or Officers of the ſame Order or Spe- 
cies with himſelf, only Eccleſiaſtical Cuſtom (as 
Jerem and Auſtin ſpeak) had advanced him to ſome | 
higher Degree and Dignity in the Church. Ig ? 

| | r. 
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Mr. Sturges ſhew us any great Notice taken in the 


Writings of the Ancients, of the Diviſion of the 
Diaconal Office into Deacons and Subdeacons, 
or any Complaint made of the Innovation when 
the Thing was done? And yet the Matter of Fact 
he cannot deny. I think this is a parallel Caſe. 
Theſe Things conſidered, the judicious Reader 
will eaſily perceive how little there is in his ſpe- 
cious Harangue about the Wonderfulneſs of ſuch a 
Change being made, and ſo little Notice taken of it. 
Changes have been made ſure enough, and Things 
grown worſe and worſe in the Chriſtian Church by 
degrees, nemo repente fuit turpiſſamus. I am well ſa- 
tisfied, were it poſſible for /gxatius and Polycarp to 
ſee the Worſhip that is now, and has for many 
hundred Years been practis'd in the Romiſb Church, 
they would ſee ſo great a Difference between that 
and what uſed to be in their Aſſemblies, that they 
would be much more inclin'd to take it for Pagan 
than Chriſtian Worſhip. And if Epiphanius, an Au- 
thor of no great Credit, do ſay that Aerius was con- 
demned for a Heretick, for holding that Biſhop 
and Presbyter were the ſame, when Epiphanius was 
not able to diſprove it, nor maintain his Part of 
the Controverſy upon the Point of Epiſcopacy a- 
gainſt Aerius, as learned Men acknowledge, par- 
ticularly Dr. Reynolds in his Letter to Sir Francis 
Knolls ; What does this argue? For a weak hot 
Diſputant (as Epiphanius is reputed) with his Par- 
ty to condemn his Adverſary of Hereſy, when he 
is not able to make good his Point againſt him. 
Harding the jeſuit diſputing with Biſhop Jewel, ob- 
jects to him this Paſſage, but the Biſhop makes no 
Scruple to tell him, that they might have condemn- 
ed St. Paul too of Hereſy tor ſaying the ſame thing. 
This I mentioned in the Vindication, and yet 


our Author brings in the Paſlage again as gravely 
as if there had been no Notice taken of it before, 
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74 A Reply to Mr. Sturges's Sermans. 

or as if he had ſome new Turn to give it to make 
it more forcible ; this is not fair Dealing. Thus 
likewiſe he tells us of Jerom's ſaying, that none 
but Biſhops have Authority to ordain ; this I an- 


| ſwered in the Vindication, and have repeated it in 


my Reply to the Layman. Our Author tells us 
alſo, That St. Jerom calls the Diſtinction between 


Biſhops, Presbyters and Deacons an Apoſtolical 


Tradition ; the Paſlage here referred to is that fa- 
mous Epiſtle of Jerom to Evagrius; his Words are 
theſe, © And that we may know that the Apoſto- 
© lical Traditions are taken out of the Old Teſta- 
© ment, what Aaron and his Sons and the Levites 


© were in the Temple, let Biſhops and Presbyters, 


and Deacons challenge to themſelves in the 
Church. Hence Bellarmine formeth an Argument 
for three Orders in the Chriſtian Church, of Bi— 
ſhops, Presbyters, and Deacons. Now to wreſt 
Jerom out of the Hands of Bellarmine, and make 
him at the {ame time conſiſtent with himſelf, Dr. 
Stillingflect gives a large Anſwer to this Argument 
of the Jeſuit, that Mr. Surges trumps up againſt 
us. Iren. p. 265. &c. We take it then (ſaith the 
Dr.) for granted, that Ferom has already ſaid, 
that Apoſtolus perſpicue docet eoſdem eſſe Presbyteros 
quos & Epiſcopos, in the ſame Epiſtle, which he 
proves there at large. The difficulty now lies in 
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© reconciling this with what 1s before cited out of 


© the ſame Author: Some ſolve it by ſaying that 
© in Jerom's Senſe, Apoſtolical Tradition and Ec- 
dcleſiaſt ical Cuſtom are the ſame; as ad Marcellum, 
© he ſaith the Obſervation of Lent is Apoſtolica Tra- 
© ditio, and Adverſus Lucifer. ſaith, it is eccleſiæ con- 
* ſuetudo ; ſo that by Apoſtolical Tradition he 
© meant not an Apoſtolical Conſtitution, but an 


Eccleſiaſtical Cultom. And if Jerom ſpeak accord- 
ing to the general Vogue, this Solution may be 


ſut- |: 
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© ſufficient, notwithſtanding what is ſaid againſt 
it; for according to that common Rule of Au- 
© ſtin, Things that were generally in uſe, and no 
certain Author aſſign'd of em, were attributed 
* to the Apoltles.---- Traditio Apoſtolica may be ap- 
plied to what was in Practice after the Apoſtles 
15 * Times ; and the reaſon of it is, that whatever 
. * was done in the Primitive Church, ſuppos'd to 
3 be agreeable to Apoſtolical Practice, was called 
Apoſtolical. Thence the Biſhop's See was call'd 
Sedes Apoſtolica, as Tertullian tells us, ob conſanguini- 
tatem Doctrinæ. A great deal more he adds, and 
and at length concludes thus, © The plain Meaning 
then of Jerom is no more but this, that as Aaron 
and his Sons in the Order of Prieſthood were 
above the Levites under the Law, ſo the Biſnops 
and Presbyters in the Order of the Evangelical 
© Prieſthood are above the Deacons under the 
* Goſpel; for the Compariſon runs not between 
* Aaron and his Sons under the Law, and Biſhops 
and Presbyters under the Goſpel, bur between 
£ 
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Aaron and his Sons as one Part of the Compari- 
ſon under the Law, and the Levites under them 
as the other; ſo under the Goſpel Biſhops and 
Presbyters make one Part of the Compariſon, 
anſwering to Aaron and his Sons, in that where- 
in they all agree, viz. the Order of Prieſthood, 
and the other Part under the Goſpel, is that of 
Deacons, anſwering the Levites under the Law. 
and the ſame learned Doctor has one excellent Re- 
mark relating to Bellarmine, Petavins and other Po- 
piſh Writers that have laboured hard to gain this 


8 | molt learned Father (which was Eraſmus's Judg- 
ment of him) to ſpeak on their Side. Zren. 
e P. 277. * Granting (ſaith he, that the ſame Paſla- 


ges may have a more favourable Aſpect towards 
* the Superiority of Biſhops above Presbyters in 
| E 2 © his 
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his other Writings, I would fain know whether 
a Man's Judgment muſt be taken from occaſional 
and incidental Paſſages, or from deſigned or ſet 
Diſcourſes * Which is as much as to ask whether 
the lively Repteſcutation of a Man by Picture 
may be beſt taken, when in haſte of other Buſi- 
neſs he paſſes by us, giving only a Glance of his 
Countenance, or when he purpoſely or de igncd- 
ly fits in order to that End, that his Countenance 
may be truly repreſented ? And now I hope our 
Author will take his Leave of Jerom hereafter for- 
ever. | . 

P. 34. Mr. Stu ges wonders with what Aſſurance 
© ] could pretend to prove the Lawfulneſs of Or- 
dination by mere Presby ters, either from Scrip- 
© ture or Antiquity. To this I anſwer, that 
when I do pretend to prove that, I will give him 
leave to wonder; for I affirm, that neither Scrip- 


A 


ture nor Antiquity owns ſuch an Order in the 
Church, as his mere Preslyter;; and the Current of 


7 


of both is againſt him for advancing ſuch an Or- 
der, and not againſt me, who own nothing of it; 
but what I pretend to prove, is the Lawfulneſs of 
Ordination by Presbyter Biſhops, that is, thoſe 
Presbyters that have the Charge, though but of 


one particular Chriſtian Flock, and have no other 


Presbyters under cm, ſuch as the Eugliſb Noncon- 
formiſts have, and moſt other Proteſtant Churches; 
theſe arc the true ſcriptural and primitive Biſhops. 
Ve believe ourſelves to be the Succeſſors of the A- 
poltolical and ancient Congregational Biſhops, and 
not of thoſe mere Presbyters our Author talks of, 
whoſe Order we deny, and that avy Biſhops or 


Church Governours ſince the Apoſtles ever had 4 


Power to inſtitute it. To have a Reſtraint laid up- 
on the Exerciſe of the Presbyters Office, or the 
Powers belonging to it, is one thing; but to ſe— 

paàrate 
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parate or alienate thoſe Powers from the Office, 


that were by Divine or Apoſtlical Inſtitution an- 


nexed to it, is another thing; the former indeed 


ſeems to have been done ſoon after „„ 


agreed to advance one another to an honorary P 
ſidency over the reſt, and appropriated to him the 


Title of Biſhop, but the latter never has, for it 
never can be done. The Argument from the Third 
Chapter of Acts 1, 2, 3 and 5. is this, That thoſe 
who were impowered to ſet apart Paul and Barna- 
bas for tnat particular Service, mult much more be 
ſuppoſed capable to ſet apart Ordinary Paſtors to 
their Miniſterial Work. Now let our Author call 


this Miſſion or Separation 4 Prayer or Benediction 


for the Succeſs of their Miniſtry, or what elſe he plea- 
ſes ; ic is plain here was all the Nature and Form 
of an Ordination, therefore it was truly and 
properly ſo; nay, though ſome of the Ordainers 
here were Prophets, and ſuppoſing Prophets to 
have been above Evangeliſts, becauſe placed be- 
fore em, (Eph.4.11.) yet Teachers, who are placed 
laſt in that Catalogue, concurr'd with 'em in 
that Work of Ordination, therefore they had a 
Power to do it; for the Direction or Order they 
had from the Holy Ghoſt was given to 'em all in- 
difterently. So that I ſhall leave the Argument to 
ſtand as it 1s, without any further ſupport, not- 
withſtanding what our Author has ſaid to over- 
throw 1t, 


And now we are come to our Author's fourth 
and laſt General Head of Diſcourſe. 

As to his Quotation from Mr. Baxter, p. 39. 
wherein he fancies he ſpeaks on their Side; I own 
I have ſo great a Deference and Value for his Judg- 
ment, that I am not willing to give him up to our 


Adverſaries in this Controverſy ; and I defy Mr. 


Sturges or any Man elſe to prove againſt us from 
Mr. 
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Mr. Baxter's Writings, that the Presbyrer Biſhops, 
conſtituted by the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts in all 
the Churches that were gathered and order'd by 
them, were not Succeſſors to the Apoſtles as 
Church Govetnours ; or to prove from his Wri- 


tings, that Biſhops pretending to a Superiority in 


Order above Presbyters, to have Juriſdiction 
and Dominion over a Hundred ſuch Presbyters 
and as many Congregations that they preſide in as 
the Biſhops Curates, were Succeſſors to the A- 
poltles, by their Appointment, as Church Govern- 
ours. There are few Men that haye writ more to 
diſprove this than Mr. Baxter has done. The A- 
poſtles Superintendency over all Churches did 
not exclude their own Paſtors from the Govern- 
ment of em, but conſiſted in giving em Dire- 
ctions for the Exerciſe of it, by Virtue of their 
extraordinary Inſpiration ; and in this Reſpect 
they had no Succeflors as Church Governours. 

My Argument which he pretends to anſwer from 
the ſynonimous or promiſcuous Uſe of the Names 
Biſhops and Presbyters is miſrepreſented by him, for 
we argue not from a Community of Names oz! ; 
and therefore his telling us of our blefled Lord be- 
ing called the Deacon or Miniſter of the Circumci- 
fion, and Paul and Apollos being called Deacons or 
Miniſters, and Peter and John being called Elders or 
Presbyters, is nothing to the Purpoſe. But our Ar- 
gument is this, That it the Names of Bijhop and 
Presbyter be indifferently given to the ſame Perſons, 
and the Qualifications required in the one and the 
other be altogether the ſame, and the very ſame 


Work aſſigned to the Perſons deſignated by each of : 


theſe Names, then there are not two Orders, or 4 
higher and lower Species of Officers deſignated by 


thoſe Names, but only one and the ſame Order ; q 
but the former of theſe is true by the Scripture Ac- | 
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count of the Biſhop and Presbyter, therefore ſo is 


the latter. Now this we hold to be clear and ſound 
Reaſoning, and truſt that the Reader will not be 


ſo weak or partial as to conclude with Mr. Sturges 


(p. 44.) © Thar it is no more than a mere Quibble 
and Fallacy to impoſe on the Judgment of weak 
© and unthinking People.” But to take off our 
Argument from the Names of Biſhop and Presbyter 
being promiſcuouſly uſed by reneus, our Author 
thus argues, (p. 42.) What did not Jrenæus own 


< a Diſtinction of Order and Juriſdiction betwixt 


© Biſhops and Presbyters, properly ſo called ? This 
is impoſſible to conceive, for he himſelf was firſt 
© Presbyter of the Church of Lyons and France, and 
© afterward ſucceeded Pothimus in the Epiſcopal 
© Charge of that Sce. To this I anſwer, it does 


not at all follow from this, that Irenæus own'd or 


held a diſtinction of Order betwixt Biſhops and 
Presbyters ; he knew very well that the Biſhop was 
only primus Presbyter, or the Preſident of the Preſ- 
byters, and that the reſt were his Compresbyters 
or Collegues ; theſe were Terms of frequent Uſe 
in the Primitive Times, which ſhew what was 
then look'd upon to be the Difference between a 


Biſhop and Presbyter ; and this is much confirmed 


by Ireneus's calling the Biſhops Presbyters, and 
ſpeaking of the Pregbyters as ſucceeding in 
Epiſcopacy. It's further obſervable of Irenaus, 
that when the Church of Lyons ſent him to 
Eleutherius, then Biſhop of Rome, they call him a 
Presbyter of the Church; and Dr. Stilling fleet here 
obſerves from Blondel, That Irenays had been at 
© that Time nine Years Biſhop of Lyons, in the 
Place of Pothimus; and in vindicating Blondel's 
Argument upon this, for Biſhop and Presbyter be- 
ing the ſame Order of Miniſters, and endued with 
the fame Powers by Divine Appointment, the 

. Doctor 
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Doctor adds thus, It ſeems very improbable, 
that when they were commending one of the Bi- 
© ſhops of another Church, they ſhould make uſe 
of the loweſt Name of Honour then appropriated 
to Subject-Presbyters, which inſtead of commend- 
ing were a great debaſing of him, if they had 
looked on a Superior Order above thoſe Presby- 
ters as of Divine Inſtitution, and thought there 
had been ſo great a Diſtance between a Biſhop 
© and a Subject-Presbyter, as we are made to be- 
© lieve there was; which 1s as if the Maſter of a 
© College in one Univerſity ſhould be ſent by the 
© Fellows of the Society to the Heads of the o- 
© ther, and ſhould in his Commendatory Letters 
© to em be ſtiled a Senior Fellow of that Houle : 
© This was the Caſe of Jrenæus, he is ſuppoſed to 
© be Biſhop of Lyons, he is ſent by the Church of 
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© Lyous to the Biſhop of Rome: when notwithſtand· © 

1 © ing his being Biſhop, they call him Presbyter oß © 
= © that Church, when there were other Presbyters 1 
© who were not Biſhops; what could any one ima- 8 


© gine by the reading of it, but that the Biſhop 
© was nothing elſe but the Senior Presbyter, or one 
© that had a Primacy or Order among 'em, but no 
© Divine Right to a Power of Juri{diftion over 
© his Fellow Presbyters? [rexic. p. 311, &c.] The 
Truth of it is, theſe Paſſages in Irenæus, with the 
like in Juſtin Martyr, which harmonize with thoſe 
more early ones in Clemens Romanus and Polycarp, 
ſhews that that Church had not in their Time, that 
is in the Second Century, departed from the Senſe |: 
and Stile of Scripture, and the Language in the be 
Apoſtolical Age, in ſpeaking of Biſhop and Presby- pit) 
ter as the ſame Species of Officers in the Church. gib 
And by this Time ] hope my Reader will ſee that dar 
very eaſy to be conceived. concerning Irexaus, not 
which Mr. Sturges repreſents to his Readers as im- | J 
: poſſible take 


3 
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poſſible to conceive. As to our Argument from 
Clemens Romanus ſpeaking but of two Sorts of Of- 

: ficers in the Church, viz. Biſhops and Deacons, and 
of turning Presbyters out of their Epiſcopale, and. 
the like, our Author's Anſwer to this, p. 42, 43- 
has nothing at all in it; he ſaith, he thinks it at 
leaſt probable that Clemens includes under the general 
Names of Biſhops and Deacons, thoſe who ſhould prefide 
over the Church ; by which our Author muſt mean, 

| Biſhops, Presbyters and Deacons, as diſtin& Or- 
ders of the Eccleſiaſtical Miniſtry ; and yet Clemens, 
he ſaith, does not ſpeak in this Place, or by theſe 
general Names, of the diitin& Orders of the Mi- 
niſtry: This is a nice Diſtinction indeed, and 
what I ſhall not undertake to explain or reconcile 
to good Senſe; and he is coufirmed in this Opini- j 
on (but I know not what it is) by Clemens's ex- | 
* exhorting the Corinthiaxs to be ſubject to their Ru- | 
lers, without mentioning the Diſtinction of Or- | 
ders, as they were then eſtabliſhed (according | 
to our Author's Scheme no doubt, that is of Biſhops | 
Prieſts and Deacons) © in the Church; to prepare 


him for the Confirmation of this, our Author has 
obſerved, that in Jſaiah, chap. 60. v. 17. what the 
Hebrew Text calls Officers, and the Greek Tranſlation 
Rulers, Clemens calls Deacons: So much as a Shadow 
of Reaſon or Argument to our Author's Purpoſe 
in all this, I confeſs I am not able to find out. Good | 
Clemens, becauſe he did not {peak roundly in the | 
Ignatian Stile of Biſhop, Prieſt and Deacon, muſt | 


be forc'd to mean ſo, whether he will or no. It's a | 
4 pity that a Man who ſpeaks fo plainly and intelli- | 
| 
| 
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gibly as Clemens does, ſhould be tortured with ſuch 
dark or ſenſeleſs Interprerations. Mr. Dodwel did 
not uſe him ſo hardly, as I ſhewed before. 

Io our Argument for two Orders of Miniltry on. 
taken from the Apoſtle's mentioning no more in | 
* L the 
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the Inſcription of his Epiſtle to the Philippians, 
v1z. To all the Saints in Cin Jeſus which are at Phi- 
lippi,with the B ſhops and Deacons; our Author anſwers 
in theſe Words, I do believe in all probability that 
* Biſhops are raken there for thoſe of the ſecond 
Order. Dr. Hammond can believe that where 
Presbyters are mention'd in the Apoſtolical Wri- 
tings, Biſhops properly called ate there intended. 
Mr. Dodwel/ can believe that where Biſhops are 
mention d in thoſe Writings, we are to underſtand 
Presbyters, or the ſecond Order of Miniſters. Our 
Author can believe that the Apoſtle here, ſaluting 
the Biſhops and Deacons of the Church of Philippi, 
by Biſhops, means only mere Presbyters ; but 
Timothy and Titus he will have to be Biſhops, though 
they are never called {o in the Sacred Writings. 
What is it that theſe Men cannot believe that may 
be uſeful to ſupport this fundamental Article, viz. 
the Divine Right of Prelatical Dioceſan Epiſcopa- 
cy? His Reaſon for believing this is, that he ſup- 
poles Epaphroditus might at that time have been 
Biſhop of Philippi, in the appropriate Senſe of that 
Word. And his Reaſon for ſuppoſing this is, that 
Epaphroditus is in Ch. 2. of that Epiſtle ſtiled by St. 
Paul their Apoſtle, that is, Meſſenger as our Tran- 


ſlators render it, but Mr. Sturges. thinks it means 


one who had ſupreme Authority in the Govern- 
ment of that Chuich; why ſhou'd our Author 
underſtand it ſo? What Proof can he offer us 
that the Brethren which St. Paul calls the Meſſen- 
gers of the Churches, 2 Ccr. 8. 23. were Biſhops 
in his appropriate Senſe of the Word? Lake is by 


many ſuppoſed to be one of the Brethren Paul q 


there ſpeaks of, and 1 never heard of his being | 


reckon d a Biſhop ; but to me it is very plain, that 
2. 


Epaphroditus was not the chief Governour of the 


Church of Philippi (as our Author wou'd have 4 * 
but 
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but the Meſſenger of that Church in the common 
Senſe of that Word, as it means a Perſon that is 
ſent from one Man or Body of Men to another; 
and I think the Reader will be of my Mind, if 
he look to the 4th Ch. v. 18. I am full, having 
received of Epaphroditus the Things which were ſent 
from you. Does not this make it plain egough, 
wherefore the Apoſtle. calls him their . ? 
and in the very Verſe where he calls him their 
Meſſenger, does he not ſpeak of him as one. that 
miniſtred to his Wants, viz. by the ſupply he 
brought with him from them? as in the laſt Verſe 
of that 2d. Chap, the Apoſtle faith, for the Work 
of Chriſt he was nigh unto Death, nqt regarding 


his Life to ſupply their lack of Service towards 


him. Might not the Apoſtle call him his Bro- 
ther, and Companion in Labour, and Fellow-Sol- 
dier, and yet he be the Meſſenger of their Free- 
will Offering to the Apoſtle for all that ? what in- 
conſiſtency is there in theſe Things? J hope I 


a have now ſufficiently defended our Argument for 
t 1] the two Orders in the Church onh, from the A- 
t 1 poſtles mentioning them and no more in his Inſcrip- 


t. tion of his Epiſtle to the Philippians; and ſhew'd 
the weakneſs of our Author's Anſwer to it, and to 
\s our Argument of the like Nature from Clemens Ro- 
n- mani. I cant but think it a great Preſumption in 
or | Men to {train and wreſt the Scriptures from their 

- | plain and natural Senſe to make''em ſerve their 
1 Purpoſes. But our Author ſaith, that his Senſe 
about Epaphroditus is agreeable to Theodoret's Inter- 
pretation on the Place: Is it ſo? Then let us 
hear Theodoret ſpeak for himſelf. The Apoſtles 
|< (faith he) call a Presbyter a Biſhop, as we ſhew'd 
| © when we expounded the Epiſtle to the Philippi- 
aus, which may alſo be learned from this Place, 
for after the Precepts proper to Biſhops, he de- 
& 2 ſcribes 
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c {cribes the Things that agree to Deacons: But» 


© as I ſaid, of old they call'd the ſame Men both 
© Biſhops and Presbyters [Theodor, in priorem Ep. 


ad Tim. c. 3.) And this Father wrote in the fifth 
Century, when the Power of Biſhops was grown 
to a great height. I con'd ſhow alſo, that Prima- 


tix and Sedulins, who wrote in that Centuty, fay 


the ſame Thing; and argue not only that the 


Names of Biſhop and Presbyter were ſynonimous 


2 interchangeable, but the Office one and the 
ame. SE 4 ol 

With the like dexterity the Author anſwers our 
Argument from the Identity of Biſhop and Presby- 
ter taken from the Elders of Epheſus, Acts 20. v. 
17, 28. He tells us that that Charge given by the 


Apoſtle to thoſe Elders, does belong to his mere 


Presbyters, they are by their Office ' 6blig'd to 
© feed with wholeſome Doctrine, and take care 


© that Order and Diſcipline be preſerv'd in the 


Church. What Mr. Sturges takes himſelf obliged 
to by his Office J cannot tell, but that the genera- 
lity of the Presbyters in the eſtabliſhed Church, 
do not hold themſelves oblig'd to take care that 


Diſcipline be exercis'd in the Church is very plain, 


I think, if Mens Judgment may be known or well 
zueſs'd at by their common Practice. And we 
Fave known ſome conſcientious Presbyters (who 
ſeem'd to be of Mr. Sryurges's Mind) put to a great 
deal of Trouble for attempting to preſerve (by 
exerciſing it) ſome laudable Diſcipline in the 
Church. But in arguing from this Paſſage about 
the  Epheflan Elders we plead that the Apoſtle 
ſaith, the Holy Ghoſt had made 'em Biſhops over 
that Flock; and what does our Author ſay to 


this? Not one Word; he had ſaid in the forego- 


ing Page That the Words Biſhops, Presbyters, 3 
and Deacons, had not at firſt ſuch a fix'd and 
de- 
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* determinate Signification as they had afterwards ; 
but then as ſome were deputed to ſucceed the A- 
< poſtles in the ordinary Power of Governing the 
Church (if he means that ſuch a Deputation was 
made by the Apoſtles to Perſons diftin& from the 
Elders of the Church, it is but his own naked and 
precarious Aſſertion) ſo the Name of Biſhop was 
in time appropriated to them. And then adds, 
that the Miniſters of the Church were always men- 
tion d in this Order in Ignatius. Now this to me 
looks like a plain Conceſſion, that the difference 
which it ſeems was not at firſt, but obtain d after- 
wards between Biſhop and Presbyter, is not of Divine 
but of Eccleſiaſtical Inſtitution only. 
And now our Author goes on to drive us from 
our dernier reſort, our laſt retreat, viz. that in the 
firſt Ages of Chriſtianity a Biſhop with his Presby- 
ters did preſide over a ſingle Congregation only. 
What he offers to this, and from the 46 to the 50 
Page, depends upon St. James's being Biſhop of 
Jeruſalem, and Timothy of Epheſus. Theſe being, 
as I preſume, diſproved by what has been ſaid al 
ready, ho concluſion will be admitted from theſe Pre- 
miſes. The few remaining Arguments from the 50 to 
the 58 Page, I ſhall ſpare myſelf the Trouble of An- 
ſwering, becauſe Mr. Boyſe of Dublin has publifh'd 2 
Book of about 400 Pages, to prove the ancient Epiſ- 
copacy to have been Parochial in the firft two Cen- 
turies every where, and in the third too, except in 
two or three of the greateſt Cities. Thither I re- 
fer Mr. Sturges and my Reader for Anſwer, where 
he will find the Arguments he has offered and 4 
great many more, fully anſwered and confured ; 
and the contrary Poſition prov'd unanſwerably. 
And I the rather do this, becauſe Iwou'd draw e- 
very judicious Reader that deſires more light in 
this Controverſy to read that Book, eſpecially if = 
wou 
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would be ſatisfied of the, Bounds of the ancient 
Biſhop's. Charge, or the greatneſs of his Flock; 
4 he will find it clearly made out, that the 
largeſt Churches in thoſe Times did not exceed 
for Werder of Souls our Rectories or larger Pa- 
riſnes. 

Jam well ſatisfied that the Enlargement of the 
Biſhop's Charge, and Wealth, and Power, and the 
depreſſion of the Presbyrers, and making em in a 
manner the Biſhop's Creatures and Dependents, 
has been a great Evil to the Church; as it has 
been a means to exclude all effecual Diſcipline 
out of it, ſo that the generality of the Profeſſors of 
the Chriſtian Religion are at leaſt as prophane 
and immoral, and ſhew as little Fear of God, 
as I believe the civiliz d Heathen Nations of old 
did: as it has been a means of introducing Im- 
poſitions. and Tyranny. into the Church, and 


new deviſed Doctrines, Rites and Ceremonies 


by dint of Epiſcopal Authority, eſpecially when 
it became enforc d by the ſecular Power, upon the 
Faith and Practice of Chriſtians, to the diſquiet- 
ing, vexing and leflening the Number of the 
more Conſcientious. And what the Advance- 
ent of the Power and Grandeur of Biſhops, 
and the growth of Pride, Domination and World- 
lineſs in.the Body of the Clergy that accompanied 
it, came to before the ſeventh Century was end- 
ed, the Chriſtian World has now known by bitter 
Experience for almoſt this thouſand Years; the 
very calamitous Effects of the Impoſitions and 


Quarrels that have been among Chriſtians from 


one Age to another, chiefly fomented and mana- 
ged by Clergymen, wherein the beſt Men and the 
beſt Cauſe have uſually ſuffer d moſt, and a Zeal 
tor Chriſt, his Church and Religion been the pre- 
tended Ground of all. 
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the Faith. But when it ſhall pleaſe God to ſend 


down the Tokens of his Vengeance on thoſe Men 
| of Blood, the Papal Clergy, and bleſs the Mini- 


ſters of kis Church with a more humble, ſelf-deny- 
ing, charitable and peaccable Diſpoſition, and 
their Labours with a viſible Succeſs on the Hearts 
and Lives of People, that they may adorn the 
Doctrine of God our Saviour in all things, 
(and may be ſuch a happy time may not be 


tar off) this I believe will be a more effectual 


ſtop to the growth of. Infidelity, than all the 
Arguments that the Reaſon and Learning of 
Men can deviſe, to convince ſpeculative Unbelie- 


vers of the Divine Miſſion of our bleſſed Lord 


and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt; eſpecially while Spi- 
ritual Men contend ſo much for Temporalities, 
and inſiſt vehemently on exorbitant Powers and 
Dignities as belonging to the Chriſtian Prieſthood; 
whereby, inſtead of procuring that Reſpect and 
Care for the decent and comfortable Maintenance 
that is really due to the Paſtors and Teachers of 
the Church, they raiſe the Indignation and ſtreng- 
then the Prejudices of Men inclin'd to Infidelity 


againſt the venerable Order of the Miniſtry 8 


itſelf.» + | 

A further Downfal of the Papal Kingdom and 
Uſurpation, which I believe is drawing on, will 
be a molt effectual Cure of Infidelity, and a mani- 


feſt Hypocritical Profeſſion of Chriſtianity, which 
is not much better. | 


* 


And what may not truly Proteſtant and Catho- 


lick Chriſtians throughout Europe hope for from 


4 that auſpicious Conjunction of bleſſed Events that 
woe have livd to ſee; viz. the Removal of the late 


pow- 
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What Men have read or heard or ſeen of theſe 
Things has been, I doubt not, one great Tempta- 
tion to many in theſe latter Days to depart from 
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powerful Monarch of France, of whom, I hope, | 
one ma 2 now without Offence ſay, that he was a. 
bitter Enemy to Proteltants, and no Friend to 
; the Peace and Libertics of Mankind; and the Ad- 
vancement to the Britiſd Throne of the wiſeſt and 
beſt Prince in the World, our moſt Gracious So- 
vereign King George, for whom I ſhall conclude 
with that good Prayer wherewith the Houſe of 
Commons concluded their Addreſs, Preſented in 
return to his Majeſty*: s Meſlage, recommending to 
their' Care to provide a maintenance for the Mini- 
ſters of the fey new Churches to be erected in 
London and Weſtminſter, viz. That God would grant 
to His "CEE to enjoy the Fruits of his Piety in a long 
and proſperous Reign over a Religious and Orderly, an 
Obeding & and Thankful People. To which ſurely eve- 
ry true Britiſh Proteſtant will 0 ſay Amen. 
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